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SECTION 1 
BACKGROUND 
1.1 Introduction 
This survey is the seventh major survey of New Zealand Farmer 
Intentions and Opinions. All have been aimed at providing policy 
makers and those in the agri-business sector in New Zealand with data 
on which they can formulate policies and planning. 
The surveys have been continued in response to demands from 
those who want data on what farmers are intending to do, what they are 
thinking on major issues, how they are fairing on the financial side 
and what are some of the factors that determine their input purchases. 
In this survey were inserted special questions 
matters raised in earlier surveys. In addition included 
time were some questions to ascertain some feelings and 
rural sector on a range of issues including land 
retirement, research data sources, forestry and taxation. 
1.2 The Sample 
on financial 
for the first 
views'of the 
aggregation, 
A stratified random sample of 3,200 dairy, sheep-beef and 
arable farmers was drawn by the Department of Statistics from an 
up-to-date list of farmers classified according to the New Zealand 
Standard Industrial Classification. The sample was stratified by farm 
type within Official Statistical areas. Farms below 20 hectares were 
eliminated and the total sample represented about seven per cent of the 
estimated 45,000 full-time farmers in New Zealand. 
1.3 Response Rate 
Approximately 1,700 farmers (or about 53 per cent) responded to 
the mail questionnaire ( a copy of which is included as Appendix A to 
this report) and, of these, 1,525 satisfactorily completed the 
questionnaire as at closing date 31 December, 1984. 
The questionnaire 
Reminders were sent to 
mid-December. 
1.4 Accuracy 
was dispatched 
non-respondents 
in early October 1984. 
in early November and 
As will be seen from the tables, responses were well spread 
throughout the 13 Provincial Land Districts. No follow-up surveys of 
non-respondents were undertaken. 
1.5 The Results of the Survey 
This report contains only a proportion of the large amount of 
data derived from this comprehensive survey. Those readers who desire 
additional analysis of the responses should contact the authors. 
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SECTION 3 
CONCLUSIONS 
The following is a summary of the major results and conclusions 
derived from the responses to the 1985 Lincoln College New Zealand 
Farmer Intentions and Opinions Survey. They are set out in the same 
order as in the questionnaire (Appendix A). 
Readers wishing to consult the detailed tables should refer to 
'Section 2 - Index of Tables' for page references. 
1. Provincial Distribution of Responses 
Once again the distribution by Provincial Land District 
reflected the spread of farmers throughout New Zealand. Almost 
two-thirds were from the North Island with the South Auckland/Bay of 
Plenty Provincial Land District accounting for just on 24 per cent of 
respondents; 15 per cent of respondents were from the Canterbury 
Provincial Land District - the second largest response nation wide and 
the biggest of the South Island districts. 
2. Average Area Of Farms Surveyed 
In this survey the average area of farm nationally was 397 
hectares just slightly below the comparable figure of 409 hectares in 
the 1983 survey 
3. Analysis By Farm Type 
The respondents were distributed 31 per cent mainly dairy (28 
per cent in 1983), 57 percent mainly sheep/beef (59 per cent in 1983), 
3 per cent mainly cropping (same as in 1983) and 9 per cent 'other' -
being combinations of the three main categories. 
4. Dairy Farmers 
(A & B) Cows in milk and herd size. 
(A & B) Whereas the estimated average number of cows in milk at 
December 1983 was 160 it was expected that at December 1984 this total 
would increase to 169 cows - an increase of almost 6 per cent. South 
Island districts such as Southland, Westland, Otago and Nelson showed 
substantially above average increases in the herd sizes. 
17 
18 
(C & D) Milkfat Production 
Respondents estimated the average milkfat produced per farm to 
be 26,154 kilograms for the 1983-84 season expecting this figure to 
rise to 27,644 kilograms for the 1984-85 season - an increase of 5.7 
per cent. Some of the largest anticipated increases were in the South 
Island districts. In the important dairying district Taranaki the 
expected increase was almost 9 per cent compared with an estimated 5 
per cent increase in the South Auckland, Bay of Plenty district. 
5. Sheep and Beef Farms 
(A) Classification of Responding Sheep and/or Beef Farms 
Compared with the 1983 Survey the distribution of respondents 
can be recorded as follows: High country 3.5 per cent (2.9 in 1983); 
Hill country 30 per cent (25 per cent); Hard hill country 7 per cent 
(6 per cent); Intensive fattening 9 per cent (11 per cent); 
Fattening/breeding 42 per cent (46 per cent); Mixed crop/fattening 9 
per cent (10 per cent). 
(B) Sheep Numbers 
Number of Ewe Hoggetts. 
On average, respondents had 655 ewe hoggets in their sheep 
flocks at 30 June 1983 and an estimated 606 at end June 1984 - decrease 
of 7.5 per cent. Southland had the largest estimated percentage 
decline of almost 14 per cent. Only one district recorded an expected 
rise in ewe hogget numbers. It was Canterbury and the expected rise 
was 4 per cent. 
Number of Ewe hoggets mated. 
In the autumn of 1983 respondents put an average of 91 ewe 
hoggets to the ram; the corresponding number for the autumn of 1984 
was 73 - a decrease of 20 per cent. Again Southland recorded the 
largest decline at 50 per cent followed by Northland - 40 per cent, 
Marlborough - 39 per cent, Hawkes Bay - 29 per cent, South Auckland 
24 per cent and Otago - 19 per cent. For the Canterbury Provincial 
Land District an increase of 88 per cent was estimated in the number of 
ewe hoggets mated. 
Number of breeding ewes (excluding ewe hoggets) 
At 
by mid 1984 
a decrease 
Marlborough 
Canterbury, 
mid 1983 respondents had an average of 2,212 breeding ewes; 
the average number was estimated to have declined to 2,184 
of 1 per cent. The largest percentage decline was in 
by 18.5 per cent. The largest estimated rise was in 
5.4 per cent. 
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(C) Female beef breeding stock. 
The over-all average estimated numbers of beef breeding 
cows/heifers at 30 June 1984 is almost 5 per cent higher than at mid 
1983. In respect of beef breeding heifers only, there is an estimated 
rise of 15 per cent in the number of these heifers compared with a year 
earlier with the Southland district recording by far the largest 
estimated average increase. 
6. Fencing 
Respondents estimated that an average of 883 metres of new 
fencing had been erected on their farms in 1983-84 and that in the 
1984/85 season they intended to erect 889 metres - an increase of 
almost 1 per cent. Some of the largest increases are expected to be in 
the East Coast, Nelson, Southland and Central Auckland areas. By farm 
types mainly dairy farms are expected to record a decline in new 
fencing of 16 per cent and 'other' farms of 21 per cent. Sheep/beef 
farms are estimated to have an increase in new fencing of almost 7 per 
cent and cropping farms an increase of 4 per cent. 
7. Agricultural Chemicals 
(A) Respondents major supply source. 
Over-all stock and station agents are the major source of 
supply for the respondents' agricultural chemical requirements. After 
stock and station agents (53 per cent) are farmers' trading societies 
(24 per cent). In the dairy sector however, stock and station agents 
and trading societies each have 31 per cent of the share of the market. 
(B) Reasons for Purchase. 
When pressed to nominate the main reason for purchasing from 
their indicated major supplier of agricultural chemicals 33 per cent of 
respondents stated they offered the best overall service and 30 per 
cent said they offered the best price. 
(C) Visits from supplier. 
Fifty one per cent of respondents indicated that their major 
supplier of agricultural chemicals does not calIon them at their 
farms; 23 percent said they called quarterly, 18 per cent monthly and 
7 per cent fortnightly. 
(D) Information from Supplier. 
When asked if their major agricultural chemical supplier could 
provide them with all the information they required, 50 per cent said 
'sometimes' and 42 per cent said 'always' 
(E) Specific Information Supplied. 
When asked if their major agricultural chemical supplier could 
supply them with information on the folowing matters the responses were 
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as follows: 
Price, 98 per cent; Application rates, 86 per cent; Pack sizes, 
94 per cent; Product development work, 40 per cent; Trial 
results, 40 per cent. 
8 Farm Accounts 
(A) Status of Accountants 
Ninety-six per cent of respondents stated that their accounts 
were prepared by a Chartered Accountant. 
(B) Factors influencing choice of Accountant. 
In choosing their Accountant respondents indicated their 
perceptions of the importance of the following factors; knowledge of 
farm accounting 81 per cent 'very important' and 17 per cent 
'important'; a knowledge of taxation 89 per cent 'very important' and 
11 per cent 'important'; the level of fees, 37 per cent were neutral 
and 33 per cent considered it 'important'; range of services available 
- 35 per cent considered this factor 'important', 25 per cent as 'very 
important' while 24 per cent were 'neutral'; the ability of the 
accountant to work with other advisors was considered 'important' by 34 
per cent of respondents while 27 per cent 'neutral'. On the 
willingness of the accountant to visit the farm, 34 per cent of farmer 
respondents considered it 'unimportant'; and 32 per cent were 
'neutral'. The importance of tradition ('your parents before you') 
when choosing an accountant was rated an unimportant factor by 51 per 
cent of respondents while 19 per cent were 'neutral'. Other factors 
were rated as 'very unimportant' by 89 per cent of respondents. 
(C) Farm Visits by Accountant 
Sixty-nine per cent of respondents stated that their accountant 
did not visit their farm while 29 per cent indicated they visited 
'occasionally' and only 3 per cent visited 'regularly'. 
(D) Factors important in annual accounts review 
When reviewing their annual accounts respondents were asked to 
indicate the importance they attached to the following factors: 
In 
important' 
47 per cent 
'important' 
regard to net profit, 56 per cent 
factor and 86 per cent as 'important'. 
considered it as 'very important', 
and 9 per cent were 'neutral'. 
rated it 
Re. cash 
40 per 
a 'very 
surplus, 
cent as 
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Regarding the amount of tax payable 69 per cent said it was a 
'very important' factor, and 25 per cent said it was 'important'. The 
preparation of next year's budget was considered by 35 per cent of 
respondents as 'important', 26 per cent as 'very important', and 22 per 
cent were 'neutral'. The farm management purposes of the annual 
accounts were considered 'important' by 37 per cent of respondents, 
'very important' by 25 per cent while 22 per cent said they were 
'neutral'. 
'Other' factors were rated as 'very important' by 93 per cent 
of respondents. 
(E) Use of cash flow forecasts. 
Sixty-two per cent of respondents stated that they made use of 
cash flow forecasts. 
When asked who prepared their cash flow forecasts, 68 per cent 
indicated they were prepared by themselves, 16 per cent by their 
accountant, 7 per cent by their stock firm and 6 per cent said their 
cash flow forecasts were prepared by their farm adviser. 
When those respondents who do not at present use cash flow 
forecasts were asked if they think they would find them useful, 43 per 
cent replied in the affirmative. 
(F) Ownership and use of computers. 
Overall only 4.2 per cent of repsondents own a computer but 13 
per cent of the mainly cropping farmers indicated that they owned one. 
By age grouping, 6.3 per cent of respondents in the age-group 
35 years and under indicated they possessed a computer. This ownership 
rate declined with increase in the age of respondent. 
When asked whether they were planning to purchase a computer 
within the next 3 years, 12.4 per cent replied in the affirmative. By 
farm type, the highest positive response to the question was from the 
mainly dairy farming group, 16 per cent. 
Twenty-six per cent of respondents said they were planning to 
use the computer to prepare financial information while 24 per cent 
said they planned to use the computer for physical farm information. 
(G) Use of market value for livestock. 
Thirty-eight per cent of respondents said their accountant used 
market value for livestock when preparing their financial accounts, 51 
per cent do not and 12 per cent said that they did not know whether 
they did or did not. 
Of those respondents who stated their accountants did not use 
market vaue for livestock when preparing their financial accounts, 16 
22 
per cent said they would consider it beneficial if they did, 53 
cent replied in the negative and 31 per cent said they did not 
whether it would be beneficial. 
(H) Use of and reliance on farm advisor. 
per 
know 
Nineteen per cent of respondents said they employed a farm 
adviser and of these respondents, 62 per cent affirmed that their 
accountant and farm adviser did not work with them as a team. 
Of those employing a farm adviser, 23 per cent said they relied 
on their farm adviser instead of their accountant for financial 
planning and taxation advice. The reasons advanced by respondents were 
because the farm adviser possessed greater expertise or knowledge (85 
per cent of respondents) and because of 'other' reasons (12 per cent). 
(I) Initiation of discussions on other financial matters. 
Seventy per cent of respondents stated that their accountants 
initiate discussions with them on tax planning, estate planning and 
other financial matters. 
(J) Attitude to use of range of services from accountant. 
Ninety-eight per cent of respondents agreed they would make use 
of the service if their accountant prepared annual financial 
statements and taxation returns • 
Forty-seven per cent of respondents indicated they would make 
use of the service if their accountant undertook the payment of wages 
and prepared a wages reconciliation statement. 
Eighty-two 
of the service if 
financial matters. 
per cent of respondents stated they would make use 
their accountants held regular discussions on 
Ninety-one per 
use of the service if 
estate planning service. 
Eighty-three per 
of the service if their 
to balance date for cash 
9 Insurance 
cent of respondents indicated they would make 
their accountants provided a taxation and/or 
cent of respondents stated they would make use 
accountant undertook reviews especially prior 
planning and taxation planning purposes. 
(A) Involvement with Insurance Organisations 
Overall, respondents place their insurance business with 2.3 
organisations. 
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(B) Reasons for selecting insurer. 
Respondents gave the following weighting to a list of major 
reasons for selecting their insurance companies. 
'Word of mouth' 4 per cent; Recommendation 11 per cent; 
Advertisement 0.3 per cent; Farmer association 23 per cent; Cheapest 
Price 11 per cent; Family connection 16 per cent; Insurance agent 
service 21 per cent; the size of the insurance company 2 per cent; 
'other reasons' 12 per cent. 
(C) Adequacy of information from insurer. 
Over all, 55 per cent of respondents considered that they are 
kept adequately informed on new products, services or rate changes by 
their insurance company. 
(D) Adequacy of service from insurer. 
Over all two thirds of respondents are of the view that 
insurance companies provide adequate service to the farming community. 
(E) Use of insurance company finance 
Over-all 21 per cent of respondents are currently using some 
form of insurance company finance. In the mainly cropping group there 
is the highest-percentage of utilisation at 29 per cent. 
By size of farm, the largest-sized group (over 300 hectares) 
are the biggest-proportionate users of insurance company finance (29 
per cent). 
(F) Intended use of finance facilities in future. 
Thirty-one per cent of respondents said they hope to use 
finance at some time in the future. Again, 
mainly cropping category (45 per cent of them) 
intention to utilise this facility in the future. 
insurance company 
respondents in the 
indicate the highest 
(G) Reasons for purchasing life insurance. 
When asked why they used life insurance, from a list of 
suggested reasons respondents indicated as follows: 
As a means of loan protection, 40 per cent; as a form of 
estate protection, 58 per cent; as a form of investment, 24 per cent; 
as a means of family protection, 77 per cent; as a form of taxation 
saving, 58 per cent; to gain access to finance, 37 per cent; as a 
form of retirement fund, 29 per cent; for 'other' reasons, 2 per cent. 
(H) Source of advice on insurance matters. 
When asked upon whom do they rely the most for advice on 
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insurance, respondents stated as follows: 
Their local insurance agent, 40 per cent; their accountant, 23 
per cent; their insurance company, 21 per cent; their solicitor, 4 
per cent; their stock and station company, 3 per cent; their bank 
manager, 1 per cent; their friends, 1 per cent and 'other', 7 per 
cent. 
(I) Annual Premiums for life and general insurance. 
(A) Overall, the average total annual premiums paid by 
respondents in respect of life insurance is $1,221. However, between 
Provincial Land districts there are wide variations. The biggest total 
annual premiums are paid by respondents in Otago ($1,565) and Hawkes 
Bay ($1,541) while the lowest total premiums paid are in Westland 
($698). Marlborough ($752) and Nelson ($772). 
(J) Overall the average total annual premium paid by respondents in 
respect of fire and general insurance is $1,492. 
Here the differences between Provinces are not so great as with 
life insurance premiums. the highest annual total premiums are in 
Hawkes Bay ($1,917) and Otago ($1,820), while the lowest total premiums 
are in Westland ($1,030) and Taranaki ($1,072) 
In respect of both life and fire and general insurance cropping 
farmers pay substantially more than the overall average for other types 
of farming (Life Insurance annual average premium for cropping farming 
is $1 890 and for fire and general insurance the annual average premium 
is $2 095). 
10 Farm Machinery 
(A) Factors influencing purchase decisions 
When making a decision to purchase farm machinery, 48 per cent 
of respondents rated the price of farm machinery as 'very important' 
and 42 per cent as 'important'; 39 per cent thought the trade-in 
offered on an old machine, as 'important' and 29 per cent as 'very 
important'; 59 per cent thought value for money as 'very important' 
and 35 per cent thought this factor was 'important'; service offered 
by the selling firm was rated 'very important' by 41 per cent of 
respondents and 'important' by 40 per cent; previous association with 
a company's products was assessed as 'important' by 33 per cent of 
respondents and a 'neutral' factor by 26 per cent; a demonstration or 
a field-day involving the products was rated by 32 per cent of 
respondents as a 'neutral' factor and 'unimportant' by 29 per cent; 
the influence of a neighbour or friend was considered an 'unimportant' 
factor by 35 per cent of respondents and 'important' by 20 per cent and 
'neutral' by 29 per cent of respondents. 
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(B) Ownership of hay mower 
Sixty-five per cent of respondents indicated they owned a hay 
mower. 
(C) Type of mower 
Forty-nine per cent of these mowers owned by respondents were 
of the drum type and 39 per cent the disk type. 
(D) Ownership of hay conditioner 
Ninety-four per cent of mowers did not have an attached hay 
conditioner. 
(E) Purchase intentions regarding mower 
Five per cent of respondents said they intended buying a mower 
this season and 9 per cent said next season. Of those respondents who 
intend purchasing a mower, 46 per cent said they intend buying a drum 
type mower without a hay conditioner and 34 per cent a disc type 
without a hay conditioner. 
(F) Ownership of hay rake, tedder, conditioner etc. 
Sixty-four per cent of respondents said they owned a hay rake, 
tedder, conditioner, etc. 
(G) Type of machine owned 
Ninety-eight per cent of the respondents who replied in the 
affirmative to question (F) indicated they owned a rake, 29 per cent a 
tedder and 21 per cent a conditioner. 
(H) Purchase intentions regarding 
conditioner 
hay rake, tedder or 
Three per cent of respondents said they intended buying a rake, 
tedder or conditioner this season and 4 per cent next season. Of the 
respondents who intimated they intended to purchase a rake, tedder or 
conditioner, 40 per cent said a conditioner, 26 per cent a tedder and 
24 per cent a rake. 
(I) Type of hay bales made 
Eighty per cent of respondents indicated they made standard 
square baled hay bales. 
(J) Use of round hay bales 
Of those respondents who use round bales, 22 per cent said they 
had been using them for 5 or more years, 14 per cent for 4 years, 21 
per cent for 3 years, 22 per cent for 2 years and 22 per cent for 1 
year. 
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11 Farm Forestry 
(A) Major Reason for farm tree planting 
When asked for the major reason why they planted trees on their 
farm, 46 per cent of respondents indicated it was for shelter for their 
livestock or house, 20 per cent said it was the best land use for those 
areas and 13 per cent said it was to beautify the landscape. 
(B) Major reason for not planting farm trees 
Of those respondents who have not planted trees on their farm , 
48 per cent gave as the major reason the view that trees take land out 
of grazing use and 17 per cent said they lacked the necessary money and 
that other farm purchases took priority. 
12 Capital Structure and Investment 
(A) Liabilities at end of 1983-84 season 
Respondents were asked to indicate the distribution of their 
liabilities at the end of the 1983-84 season. Their responses are set 
out in Table 12A. 
(B) New Borrowings during 1983-84 season 
When asked if they undertook any new borrowing (including 
overdraft) during the 1983-84 production season, 45 per cent indicated 
in the affirmative. 
(C) Proportion of new liabilities used to refinance existing debt 
(D) Importance of Borrowing Factors 
When asked to indicate which of four nominated factors was the 
most important to them as a borrower, 40 per cent said it was the rate 
of interest, and 33 per cent the annual instalments, 16 per cent the 
amount available for borrowing and 12 per cent the length of time they 
had the use of the funds. When asked to indicate the least important 
factor to them as a borrower respondents said it was the amount 
available for borrowing (36 per cent) the period of the loan (27 per 
cent) and the annual instalments (27 per cent). 
13 Farmer Opinion On Other Issues 
13(1) Land aggregation 
(A) View on extent of land aggregation over last four years 
Forty three per cent of respondents were of the oplnl0n 
there has been an undue aggregation of land in New Zealand over 
that 
the 
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last few years; 35 per cent were not of this opinion while 21 per cent 
were undecided. 
(B) Opinion if trend continues 
When pressed for their view on the desirability of farm 
enlargement continuing throughout New Zealand, 56 per cent of 
respondents considered it undesirable for agriculture, 21 per cent 
desirable and 23 per cent were 'not sure' whether it was desirable or 
undesirable for agriculture. 
C) Attitude to control on additional land purchases 
When asked if they would advocate a review of restrictions on 
purchasing additional land, 46 per cent replied in the affirmative, 37 
per cent in the negative and 17 per cent were undecided. 
(D) Relationship between farm size and other factors 
When asked if they thought there is any relationship between 
the long-term increase in the average size of farms and the decline of 
rural jobs, businesses and population, 63 per cent said 'yes', 26 per 
cent said 'no' and 11 per cent were undecided. 
(E) Assessment of importance of farm enlargement reasons. 
Respondents were asked to assess the importance of a list of 
factors to those farmers who have recently enlarged their farms. Their 
assessments were as follows:- Farm prices too low 33 per cent 
considered this factor 'unimportant' and 32 per cent thought it 
'neutral'; Farm too small - 43 per cent said it was 'very important' 
and 43 per cent said it was an 'important' factor; Need to help son 
get established - 49 per cent said it was an 'important' factor and 27 
per cent 'very important'; As a means of changing their farm type, 38 
per cent regarded it as a 'neutral' factor and 33 per cent as 
'unimportant'; As an investment for capital gain, 33 per cent said it 
was an 'important' factor and 22 per cent as 'very important' while 23 
per cent said it was 'unimportant' and 22 per cent considered it a 
'neutral' factor; As a means of decreasing the work load, 35 per cent 
considered it 'important', 28 per cent thought it a 'neutral' factor 
and 24 per cent rated it' unimportant' ; 'Because the opportuni ty 
arose' was considered an 'important' reason by 52 per cent of 
respondents; To gain from economies of size was assessed as an 
I important , reason by 49 per cent of respondents, and 'very important' 
by 28 per cent; As a means of increasing net profit rated 'important' 
by 45 per cent of respondents and 'very important' by 32 per cent; To 
satisfy an ambition or provide a challenge was assessed as 'important' 
by 44 per cent of respondents and 'very important'by 25 per cent. 
(F) Farm enlargement intentions 
When asked if they anticipated having to enlarge their farm in 
the near future 26 per cent indicated in the affirmative, 61 per cent 
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replied in the negative and 13 per cent said they were not sure. 
(G) Major reason for having to enlarge farm 
Of the 26 per cent of respondents who indicated they 
anticipated having to enlarge their farm in the near future, the main 
reasons given were that their present farm was too small (32 per cent), 
they need to help a son to get established (26 per cent) they wished to 
gain from economies of scale (11 per cent) and they wanted to decrease 
their work load (7 per cent) 
(H) Spouse involvement in farm decisions and budgeting 
When asked to what degree their spouses were involved in the 
farm management decision-making and farm budgeting, 48 per cent of 
respondents said they were involved in all major decisions, 26 per cent 
said they were sometimes involved, 12 per cent they were seldom 
involved and 7 per cent they were never involved. 
13(2) Short, medium and long term market expectations of specific 
farm products 
Respondents were asked, even if they do not produce all of a 
list of products, to indicate how they felt about their future market 
prospects in the short-term (next year), medium term (1-3 years) and 
long-term (3-10 years). 
In respect of SHEEPMEAT, 47 per cent were 'pessimistic' in the 
short-term, 38 per cent were 'reasonably satisfied' and 15 per cent 
were 'optimistic'. These are the same levels of expectation as in 
1983. In the medium term the level of optimism had increased to 22 per 
cent with 47 per cent being 'reasonably satisfied'. In the long term 
optimism rose to 38 per cent, compared with 34 per cent in 1983. 
In respect of BEEF, 49 per cent were 'optimistic' in the 
short-term and 44 per cent were 'reasonably satisfied'. This is a 
slightly more optimistic level than in 1983. In the medium term 
optimism fell to 36 per cent with 54 per cent being 'reasonably 
satisfied'. In regard to the long-term prospects of beef, 34 per cent 
were 'optimistic' (32 per cent in 1983) and 51 per cent were 
'reasonably satisfied'. 
In respect of WOOL, 41 per cent were 'optimistic' in the 
short-term (29 per cen~ 1983) and 52 per cent 'reasonably 
satisfied'. This reflects a higher level of optimism compared with 
1983. In respect of the medium term, 46 per cent were 'optimistic' (34 
per cent in 1983) and 48 per cent were 'reasonably satisfied'. For the 
long term, 51 per cent said they were 'optimistic' (45 per cent in 
1983) and 7 per cent were 'pessimistic' (10 per cent). 
In respect of DAIRY PRODUCE, 17 per cent were 'optimistic' in 
the short-term (14 per cent 1983) and 33 per cent were 'pessimistic' 
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(37 per cent in 1983). For the medium term optimism was at 16 per cent 
(14 per cent in 1983) and pessimism was at 36 per cent (40 per cent in 
1983). For the long-term, 28 per cent were 'optimistic' (25 per cent 
in 1983) and 37 per cent 'pessimistic' (39 per cent in 1983). 
On HORTICULTURAL produce. 55 per cent were 'optimistic' (50 per 
cent in 1983) in the short-term; over the medium term 45 per cent were 
'optimistic' compared to 41 per cent in 1983; Over the long term, 44 
per cent said they were 'optimistic' (41 per cent in 1983). 
In respect of DEER INDUSTRY products in the short-term, 52 per 
cent of respondents were 'optimistic' and 39 per cent 'reasonably 
satisfied'. For the medium term the optimism declined to 40 per cent 
with 49 per cent 'reasonably satisfied', while for the long term 33 per 
cent were 'optimistic', 45 per cent 'reasonably satisfied' and 22 per 
cent 'pessimistic'. 
Regarding the short term prospects for GOAT INDUSTRY products 
40 per cent were 'optimistic' and 24 per cent 'pessimistic'; over the 
medium term 35 per cent were 'optimistic', and 21 per cent 
'pessimistic' and over the long-term 35 per cent were 'optimistic' and 
24 per cent 'pessimistic'. 
13(3) Retirement 
(A) Farmer indication of retirement plans 
Sixty-eight per cent of respondents said they had made no plans 
for their retirement. 
(B) Opinion on most suitable retirement age 
When asked to suggest the 'most suitable' age for a 
retire, the largest percentage, 35 per cent nominated the 
group with 28 per cent suggesting the 55-59 age group. 
(C) Handling of farm on retirement 
farmer 
60-64 
to 
age 
When asked to say what they expect to happen to their farming 
business when they retire, 49 per cent said they expect to sell an 
interest in their farm business either to their family or to share 
farmers, while 21 per cent said they expect to retain ownership but 
have the farm run by another member of the family. 
(D) Intentions regarding nature of retirement 
When asked their intentions when they retire from active 
farming, 48 per cent of respondents said they planned to retain some 
managerial or other participation in farming, while 23 per cent said 
they had no plans; 15 per cent said they planned to devote their time 
to leisure pursuits only and an equal proportion planned to take up 
some alternative occupation. 
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13(4) Research 
(A) Source of research information 
When asked to indicate from where they obtain knowledge of new 
research findings in agriculture, 69 per cent said 'T.V., radio, 
newspapers' etc., and 13 per cent their local M.A.F. office, and 9 per 
cent 'other' sources. 
(B) Response to research information 
Asked what they would do if some new research findings came out 
that they thought might improve some aspect of their farms' production, 
53 per said they would apply it immediately and 33 per cent declared 
they would wait until it had been tested by the farming community at 
large. 
(C) Ownership and use of Video Cassette Recorder 
Nine per cent of respondents said they owned a video cassette 
recorder and 14 per cent of those without a recorder said they were 
planning to purchase one within the next three years. 
Nineteen per cent of respondents affirmed they planned to use 
the video cassette recorder to increase their farming efficiency. 
13(5) Opinions of efficacy of earth worm increase 
When asked to indicate the extent of anticipated increase in 
their farm output through an increase in the number of earthworms in 
their farm pasture, 39 per cent expected a 'moderate' increase in 
output, 23 per cent 'substantial' and 21 per cent 'small'. 
13(7) Inflation expectations 1984/85 
The respondents prediction of the likely internal inflation 
rate over the next 12 months disclosed a national average prediction of 
13.6 per cent. This prediction compares with 8.5 per cent predicted in 
the 1983 survey in respect of the period a year earlier. 
13(8) Taxation Revision 
(A) Attitude to revision of specific taxes. 
When asked if in the event of a revision of the taxation system 
on which system should greater emphasis be placed, the responses were 
as follows:-
Income Tax 
Expenditure Tax 
An Annual Tax on Wealth 
40 per cent 
58 per cent 
15 per cent 
Estate and Gift Duties 
Capital Gains Tax 
Import Duties 
14 Personal Data 
(A) Age of respondents 
31 
10 per cent 
21 per cent 
50 per cent 
The average age of respondents in the Survey was 45 years, 
compared with 44.6 years in the 1983 survey. 
(B) Sex distribution of respondents 
Ninety-three per cent of respondents were male and 7 per 
cent were female. 
(C) Educational attainment of respondents 
Two per cent have reached the seventh form secondary level (8 
per cent in 1983 survey), 6 per cent have passed university entrance 
(12 per cent), 6 per cent have sixth form certificate (9 per cent), 20 
per cent have passed school certificate (29 per cent), 42 per cent have 
attended secondary school (44 per cent) and 17 per cent have obtained a 
tertiary education (23 per cent). 

SECTION 4 
TABLES OF RESULTS 
TABLE 1 
Distribution of Respondents by Provincial Land District 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
No. of valid 
Observations 
130 
54 
.353 
40 
97 
117 
164 
27 
25 
17 
223 
124 
127 
1516 
3T. 
Percent 
8.7 
3.6 
23.6 
2.7 
6.5 
7.8 
10.9 
1.8 
1.7 
1.1 
14.9 
8.3 
8.4 
100.0 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
34. 
TABLE 2(A) 
Average Area of Farms Surveyed 
by Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
130 
54 
353 
40 
97 
117 
164 
27 
25 
17 
223 
124 
127 
1498 
Average Size 
(Hectares) 
180.5 
112.6 
186.9 
587.9 
627.4 
194.2 
389.3 
1463.8 
271.3 
315.8 
676.1 
669.4 
341. 7 
397.2 
-------------------~---------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 2(B) 
Average Area of Farms Surveyed By Farm Type 
Dairy 
Sheep/Beef 
Cropping 
Other 
National Average 
35 years and under 
36 - 50 years 
51 - 60 years 
over 60 years 
National Average 
No. of valid 
Observations 
454 
858 
48 
133 
1493 
TABLE 2(C) 
Average Area of Farms Surveyed 
By Age of Respondents 
No. of valid 
Observations 
334 
675 
339 
132 
1480 
Average Size 
(Hectares) 
97.8 
600.1 
203.9 
174.1 
397.5 
Average Size 
(Hectares) 
508.3 
408.1 
284.0 
389.6 
397.5 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
TABLE 3(A) 
Distribution of Respondent Farm Types 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
131 
56 
357 
40 
98 
117 
163 
27 
26 
17 
221 
126 
128 
1507 
Mainly 
Dairy 
% 
50.4 
57.2 
58.3 
7.5 
9.2 
65.0 
18.3 
14.8 
23.1 
41.2 
5.0 
4.0 
2.3 
30.5 
Mainly 
Sheep/Beef 
% 
44.3 
33.9 
34.7 
77 .5 
82.7 
30.8 
69.3 
70.4 
57.7 
52.9 
64.7 
86.4 
84.4 
57.4 
Mainly 
Cropping 
% 
0 
0 
1.7 
2.5 
1.0 
0 
1.8 
3.7 
0 
0 
13.1 
4.0 
1.6 
3.2 
Other 
% 
5.3 
8.9 
5.3 
12 .5 
7.1 
4.2 
10.4 
11.1 
19.2 
5.9 
17.2 
5.6 
11.7 
8.9 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
NOTE: The "Other" category is made up of farms described by respondents as being mainly:-
Dairy/Sheep/Beef 
Sheep/Beef/Cropping 
Dairy/Cropping 
Dairy/Sheep/Beef/Cropping 
Other 
w 
0\ 
. 
37. 
TABLE 4(A) & (B) 
Average Expected Number Cows in Milk Per Farm 
at End of 1984 Compared with End of 1983 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
66 
32 
208 
3 
9 
75 
30 
4 
6 
7 
11 
5 
3 
459 
End 
1983 
157 
174 
175 
70 
119 
142 
149 
122 
138 
130 
123 
141 
110 
160 
End. 
1984 
166 
185 
184 
74 
121 
150 
152 
133 
152 
153 
134 
159 
136 
169 
% 
Change 
5.7 
6.3 
5.1 
5.7 
1.7 
5.6 
2.0 
9.0 
10.1 
17 .1 
8.9 
12.8 
23.6 
5.6 
---------------------------------------------------------~-------------
38. 
TABLE 4(C) & (D) 
Average Expected Milkfat Per Farm in 1984/85 Season 
Compared with 1983/84 Season 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
66 
32 
207 
3 
8 
74 
29 
4 
6 
7 
11 
5 
3 
455 
1983/84 
(Kilograms) 
22591 
30219 
27558 
8166 
19654 
22884 
24363 
19567 
20387 
21663 
58295 
20711 
19563 
26154 
1984/85 
(Kilograms) 
23833 
32356 
28963 
8666 
20937 
24926 
24642 
22500 
22917 
25428 
57409 
22600 
24000 
27646 
% 
Change 
5.5 
7.1 
5.1 
6.1 
6.5 
8.9 
1.1 
15.0 
12.4 
17.4 
-1.5 
9.1 
22.7 
5.7 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
Observations 
58 
19 
122 
31 
81 
35 
111 
19 
14 
9 
140 
106 
108 
853 
TABLE 5(A)la 
Main Farm Classification of Responding Sheep 
and/or Beef Farmers 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
High 
Country 
% 
1.7 
0 
0 
9.7 
2.5 
5.7 
7.2 
10.5 
7.1 
0 
3.6 
5.7 
0 
3.5 
Hill 
Country 
% 
34.5 
31.6 
37.7 
32.3 
42.0 
34.3 
43.2 
36.8 
28.6 
0 
20.0 
30.1 
11.1 
30.4 
Hard Hill 
Country 
% 
5.2 
0 
4.1 
32.3 
4.9 
17.2 
8.2 
31.6 
7.2 
0 
4.3 
4.7 
0.9 
6.6 
Intensive 
Fattening 
% 
13 .8 
5.2 
10.7 
3.2 
8.6 
11.4 
8.1 
10.5 
7.1 
11.1 
5.7 
8.5 
13.9 
9.2 
Fattening 
Breeding 
% 
44.8 
63.2 
46.7 
16.1 
35.8 
31.4 
27.9 
5.3 
50.0 
88.9 
40.0 
40.6 
63.0 
41.5 
Mixed Crop 
Fattening 
% 
0 
0 
0.8 
6.5 
6.2 
0 
5.4 
5.3 
0 
0 
26.4 
10.4 
11.1 
8.8 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~-~-------------
w 
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40. 
TABLE 5(B)i & iv 
Average Estimated Breeding EWE HOGGET 
Numbers at 30 June 1984 Compared with mid 1983 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
Observations 
57 
19 
122 
31 
81 
36 
III 
19 
15 
9 
143 
109 
108 
865 
Mid 
1983 
75 
397 
1066 
731 
692 
583 
495 
1262 
924 
743 
154 
552 
459 
655 
Mid 
1984 
68 
381 
977 
90 
649 
512 
432 
1152 
857 
696 
160 
508 
395 
606 
% 
Change 
-9.3 
-4.0 
-8.3 
-5.6 
-6.2 
-12.2 
-12.7 
-8.7 
-7.3 
-6.3 
3.9 
-8.0 
-13.9 
-7.5 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
41. 
TABLE 5(B)iii & v 
Average Estimates of EWE HOGGETS MATED Autumn 1984 
Compared with Autumn 1983 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
57 
19 
122 
31 
81 
36 
111 
19 
15 
9 
143 
109 
108 
865 
Autumn 
1983 
20 
58 
134 
68 
123 
67 
38 
292 
120 
76 
17 
72 
86 
91 
Autumn 
1984 
12 
44 
119 
72 
88 
57 
33 
177 
102 
77 
32 
58 
43 
73 
% 
Change 
-40.0 
-24.1 
-11.2 
5.9 
-28.5 
-14.9 
-13.2 
-39.4 
-15.0 
1.3 
88.2 
-19.4 
-50.0 
-19.7 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
42. 
TABLE 5(B)iii & vi 
Average Estimated Breeding EWE NUMBERS at 30 June 1984 
Compared with 30 June 1983 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
57 
19 
122 
31 
81 
36 
III 
Mid 
1983 
906 
829 
2124 
2767 
2815 
1874 
2400 
Mid 
1984 
864 
863 
2042 
2721 
2745 
1791 
2462 
% 
Change 
-4.6 
4.1 
-3.9 
-1.7 
-2.5 
-4.4 
2.6 
Marlborough 19 2026 1652 -18.5 
Nelson 15 1284 1220 -5.0 
Westland 9 679 709 4.4 
Canterbury 143 2166 2282 5.4 
Otago 109 2755 2663 -3.3 
Southland 108 2363 2293 -3.0 
864 
National Average 2212 2184 -1.3 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
43. 
TABLE 5(C)i & iii 
Average Estimated BEEF BREEDING COWS/HEIFERS In Herd 
at 30 June 1984 Compared with 30 June 1983 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auck1and/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
57 
19 
122 
31 
81 
36 
111 
19 
15 
9 
143 
109 
108 
864 
Mid 
1983 
88 
46 
78 
160 
77 
72 
88 
81 
26 
74 
41 
33 
23 
62 
Mid 
1984 
93 
57 
78 
152 
84 
73 
95 
73 
19 
83 
44 
37 
24 
65 
% 
Change 
5.7 
23.9 
0 
-5.0 
9.1 
1.4 
8.0 
-9.9 
-26.9 
12.2 
7.3 
12.1 
4.3 
4.8 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
44. 
TABLE 5(C)ii & iv 
Average Estimated BEEF BREEDING HEIFERS In Herd 
at 30 June 1984 Compared with 30 June 1983 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
Observations 
57 
19 
122 
31 
81 
36 
111 
19 
15 
9 
143 
109 
108 
864 
Mid 
1983 
15 
7 
19 
31 
17 
17 
21 
13 
3 
8 
9 
8 
3 
13 
Mid 
1984 
18 
7 
22 
30 
22 
18 
24 
11 
3 
10 
8 
7 
7 
15 
% 
Change 
20.0 
0 
15.8 
-3.2 
29.4 
5.9 
14.3 
-15.4 
0 
25.0 
-11.1 
0 
133.3 
15.4 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
45. 
TABLE 6(A) 
Erection of NEW FENCING (in Metres) in the 1983-84 
Season and the 1984-85 Season 
By Provincial Land Districts and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
Observations 
130 
55 
356 
39 
98 
ll6 
164 
27 
26 
17 
224 
127 
129 
1518 
1983-84 1984-85 
733 679 
566 727 
658 691 
673 929 
930 895 
633 483 
901 913 
189l 1820 
669 916 
419 4ll 
ll68 1047 
1456 1365 
898 ll83 
883 889 
% 
Change 
-7.4 
28.4 
5.0 
38.0 
-3.8 
-23.7 
1.3 
-3.8 
36.9 
-1.9 
-10.4 
-6.3 
31.7 
0.7 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
Dairy 
Sheep/Beef 
Cropping 
Other 
46. 
TABLE 6(B) 
ERECTION of NEW FENCING (in Metres) in 1983-84 
Season and the 1984-85 Season 
By Farm Type 
No. of valid 
Observations 
458 
868 
48 
133 
1518 
1983-84 
560 
1134 
385 
588 
1984-85 
468 
1210 
401 
467 
National Average 883 889 
% 
Change 
-16.4 
6.7 
4.2 
-20.6 
0.7 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
TABLE 7(A)la 
Respondents :1AJOR SUPPLY SOURCES for AGRICULTURAL CHEMICALS 
By Provincial Land Districts and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
128 
55 
354 
38 
97 
114 
160 
27 
25 
17 
220 
127 
128 
1490 
Stock and 
Station 
Agents 
% 
42.2 
30.9 
37.3 
57.9 
59.8 
79.8 
65.0 
44.4 
44.0 
70.6 
65.0 
48.8 
57.0 
53.1 
Trading 
Society 
% 
36.7 
21.8 
28.5 
23.7 
34.0 
8.8 
20.6 
29.6 
32.0 
0 
14.0 
26.8 
22.7 
23.8 
Producers 
Federation 
% 
3.9 
7.3 
6.5 
7.9 
1.0 
0 
2.5 
11.2 
4.0 
17.6 
8.2 
15.0 
12.5 
6.7 
Manufacturer 
% 
1.6 
2.6 
1.4 
2.6 
3.1 
0 
1.9 
3.7 
0 
0 
0.5 
3.1 
0 
1.5 
Other 
% 
15.6 
36.4 
26.3 
7.9 
2.1 
11.4 
10.0 
11.1 
20.0 
11.8 
12.3 
6.1 
7.8 
14.9 
-------------------------------------------~---------------------------------------------------------
~ 
...... 
Dairy 
Sheep/Beef 
Cropping 
Other 
National Average 
TABLE 7(A)lb 
Respondents MAJOR SUPPLY SOURCE FOR AGRICULTURAL CHEMICALS 
By Farm Type 
No. of valid 
Observations 
456 
851 
48 
132 
1487 
Stock and 
Station 
Agents 
% 
31.4 
63.7 
68.8 
51.5 
52.9 
Trading 
Society 
% 
30.5 
21.4 
12.5 
21.2 
23.9 
Producers 
Federation 
% 
7.0 
6.0 
2.0 
11.4 
6.7 
Manufacturers 
% 
0.6 
2.1 
2.1 
0 
1.5 
Other 
% 
30.5 
6.8 
14.6 
15.9 
15.0 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
"'" 00 
TABLE 7(B)la 
Respondents MAIN REASON FOR PURCHASING Agricultural Chemicals 
FROM ~~JOR SOURCE 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
Favourable 
Payment Terms 
% 
Most 
Knowledgeable 
Representative 
% 
Best 
Overall 
Offer 
% 
Best 
Price 
% 
Other 
% 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 128 17.2 3.9 25.8 35.1 18.0 
Central Auckland 55 12 .8 3.6 20.0 41.8 21.8 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 351 21.4 4.6 29.0 29.0 16.0 
East Coast 37 13.5 18.9 29.8 32.4 5.4 
Hawkes Bay 95 8.4 13.8 28.4 38.9 10.5 
Taranaki 111 22.5 4.5 50.5 9.0 13 .5 
Wellington 160 8.1 11.3 40.6 26.9 13 .1 
South Island 
Marlborough 27 3.7 11.1 33.3 44.4 7.4 
Nelson 23 13.0 4.3 21.8 52.2 8.7 
Westland 16 12.5 0 56.2 25.0 6.3 
Canterbury 213 16.0 11.3 36.2 27.7 8.8 
Otago 119 10.9 8.4 33.6 32.8 14.3 
Southland 124 13.7 8.1 29.0 31.5 17.7 
1459 
National Average 15.4 7.8 33.0 30.0 13 .8 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
~ 
\0 
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TABLE 7(C)la 
FREQUENCY OF VISITS to Respondents Farms BY REPRESENTATIVES 
of Major Supplier of Agricutlural Chemicals 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
Each 
Week 
% 
Each 
Fortnight 
% 
Each 
Month 
% 
Quarterly 
% 
Does Not Call 
At All 
% 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 129 0 2.3 10.1 13.2 74.4 
Central Auckland 51 2.0 2.0 9.8 9.8 76.4 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 345 0.9 3.2 9.2 15.9 70.7 
East Coast 36 5.6 5.6 38.8 16.7 33.3 
Hawkes Bay 96 1.0 0 20.8 32.4 45.8 
Taranaki 113 3.5 10.6 21.2 32.8 31.9 
Wellington 154 2.6 16.2 27.9 18.2 35.1 
South Island 
Marlborough 27 0 11.1 7.4 25.9 55.6 
Nelson 24 4.2 8.3 20.8 12 .5 54.2 
Westland 16 0 18.8 6.1 43.8 31.3 
Canterbury 206 1.0 12.1 29.6 23.8 33.5 
Otago 122 0.8 6.6 19.6 23.0 50.0 
Southland 120 0.8 0.8 17 .5 44.2 36.7 
1439 
National Average 1.4 6.7 18.4 22.7 50.8 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------.------------~---------------
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TABLE 7(D)la 
WHETHER Respondents Major Agricultural Chemical Supplier 
CAN PROVIDE REQUIRED INFORMATION 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
128 
53 
346 
37 
95 
112 
157 
27 
24 
16 
210 
122 
125 
1452 
Always 
% 
29.7 
34.0 
38.7 
40.5 
45.2 
49.0 
46.5 
55.6 
29.2 
25.0 
48.1 
44.3 
41.6 
41.9 
Sometimes 
% 
57.8 
50.9 
52.0 
56.8 
50.5 
43.8 
47.1 
37.0 
54.1 
68.8 
45.7 
48.4 
53.6 
50.2 
Hardly 
Ever 
% 
4.7 
15.1 
5.3 
2.7 
3.2 
5.4 
4.5 
3.7 
12.5 
6.2 
4.3 
1.6 
3.2 
4.8 
Never 
% 
7.8 
0 
4.0 
0 
1.1 
1.8 
1.9 
3.7 
4.2 
0 
1.9 
5.7 
1.6 
3.1 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Ln 
52. 
TABLE 7(E)la 
Whether the Respondents Najor Agricultural 
Chemical Supplier Can Provide INFORMATION ON PRICE 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
125 
55 
347 
36 
92 
109 
157 
27 
23 
16 
206 
123 
123 
1439 
Yes 
% 
99.2 
98.2 
96.3 
97.2 
97.8 
98.2 
98.7 
96.3 
100.0 
93.8 
99.0 
98.4 
99.2 
98.0 
No 
% 
0.8 
1.8 
3.7 
2.8 
2.2 
1.8 
1.3 
3.7 
0 
6.2 
1.0 
1.6 
0.8 
2.0 
53. 
TABLE 7(E)2a 
Whether the Respondents Major Agricultural Chemical Supplier 
can Provide INFORMATION ON APPLICATION RATES 
By Provincial Land District and Overa+l 
No. of valid 
observations 
Yes 
% 
No 
% 
------------~~----~-~-----~~-~------------~----------------------------
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Aucklanq/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
NE!lson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
123 
53 
344 
34 
91 
llO 
156 
25 
21 
13 
209 
121 
122 
14n 
84.6 15.4 
71.7 28.3 
78.8 21.2 
85.3 14.7 
91.2 8.8 
90.0 10.0 
85.9 14.1 
88.0 12.0 
81.0 19.0 
76.9 23.1 
96.2 3.8 
86.8 13.2 
90.2 9.8 
86.0 14.0 
---------~-~------~----~--~----------~------------~---_._---------------
54. 
TABLE 7(E)3a 
Whether the Respondents Major Agricultural Chemical Supplier 
can Provide INFORMATION ON PACK SIZE 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auck1and/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
122 
55 
341 
34 
92 
111 
156 
25 
22 
13 
203 
121 
122 
1417 
Yes 
% 
92.6 
89.1 
92.7 
97.1 
96.7 
95.5 
94.2 
96.0 
100.0 
100.0 
94.6 
94.2 
95.9 
94.2 
No 
% 
7.4 
10.9 
7.3 
2.9 
3.7 
4.5 
5.8 
4.0 
0 
0 
5.4 
5.8 
4.1 
5.8 
55. 
TABLE 7(E)4a 
Whether the Respondents Major Agricultural Chemical Supplier 
can Provide INFORMATION ON PRODUCT DEVELOPMENT WORK 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
118 
53 
329 
34 
88 
105 
152 
24 
21 
13 
201 
119 
119 
1376 
Yes 
% 
27.1 
26.4 
32.2 
35.3 
51.1 
42.9 
45.4 
50.0 
28.6 
15.4 
47.8 
48.7 
45.4 
40.0 
No 
% 
72.9 
73.6 
67.8 
64.7 
48.9 
57.1 
54.6 
50.0 
71.4 
84.6 
52.2 
51.3 
54.6 
60.0 
56. 
TABLE 7(E)5a 
Whether the Respondents Major Agricultural Chemical Supplier 
can Provide INFORMATION ON TRIAL RESULTS 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland! 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
119 
53 
328 
34 
88 
106 
152 
24 
21 
13 
202 
118 
118 
1376 
Yes 
% 
27.7 
28.3 
31.4 
44.1 
51.1 
46.2 
46.7 
50.0 
23.8 
15.4 
46.0 
45.8 
48.3 
40.3 
No 
% 
72.3 
71.7 
68.6 
55.9 
48.9 
53.8 
53.3 
50.0 
76.2 
84.6 
54.0 
54.2 
51.7 
59.7 
-------------------------------------------~------------------------
57. 
TABLE 8(A) 1a 
Respondents who have ACCOUNTS PREPARED BY A HEMBER 
of the N.Z. SOCIETY OF ACCOUNTANTS in Public Practice 
(ie a chartered accountant) 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
Yes 
% 
No 
% 
Don't Know 
% 
North Island 
Northland 129 95.3 3.9 0.8 
Central Auckland 56 94.6 5.4 0.0 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 354 94.6 4.5 0.9 
East Coast 40 95.0 0.0 5.0 
Hawkes Bay 98 98.0 1.0 1.0 
Taranaki 117 97.4 1.7 0.9 
Wellington 165 98.2 1.8 0.0 
South Island 
Harlborough 26 96.2 0.0 3.8 
Nelson 26 92.3 7.7 0.0 
Westland 17 88.2 5.9 5.9 
Canterbury 221 96.8 2.3 0.9 
Otago 124 92.7 6.5 0.8 
Southland 129 99.2 0.8 0.0 
1502 
National Average 96.0 3.1 0.9 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northlcmd 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
TABLE 8(B)la 
IMPORTANCE Placed by Respondents On KNOWLEDGE OF FARM ACCOUNTING 
When Choosing an Accountant 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
129 
55 
348 
39 
95 
115 
163 
25 
26 
17 
221 
124 
127 
1484 
Very 
Important 
% 
82.2 
70.9 
81.6 
76.9 
84.2 
87.0 
77 .3 
80.0 
80~8 
76.5 
79.2 
81.5 
80.3 
80.6 
Important 
% 
17.8 
25.5 
15.2 
15.4 
15.8 
11.3 
19.6 
16.0 
U.5 
23.5 
19.5 
15.3 
17.3 
16.9 
Neutral 
% 
0 
1.8 
2.0 
5.1 
0 
0 
2.5 
0 
3.9 
0 
1.4 
1.6 
1.6 
1.5 
Unimportant 
% 
0 
1.8 
0.9 
2.6 
0 
0.8 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0.8 
0 
0.5 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
0 
0 
0.3 
0 
0 
0.9 
0.6 
4.0 
3.8 
0 
0 
0.8 
0.8 
0.5 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------_._------
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TABLE 8(B)2a 
Importance Placed By Respondents On KNOWLEDGE OF TAXATION 
When Choosing An Accountant 
By Provincial District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral 
% 
Unimportant 
% 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 129 88.4 10.8 0.8 0 0 
Central Auckland 55 89.1 9.1 0 1.8 0 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 347 89.6 8.3 0.3 0.9 0.9 
East Coast 40 80.0 15.0 0 2.5 2.5 
Hawkes Bay 96 89.6 10.4 0 0 0 
Taranaki 115 94.8 4.3 0 0.9 0 
Wellington 162 83.4 14.2 1.2 0 1.2 
South Island 
Marlborough 26, 73.1 19.2 0 0 7.7 
Nelson 26 84.7 1l.5 0 0 3.8 
Westland 17 64.7 35.3 0 0 0 
Canterbury 220 86.4 13.6 0 0 0 
Otago 123 87.8 10.6 0 0.8 0.8 
Southland 127 85.8 1l.O 0.8 0 2.4 
1483 
National Average 87.3 11.0 0.3 0.5 0.9 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
I.J1 
1.0 
. 
TABLE 8(B)3a 
Importance Placed By Respondents On LEVEL OF FEES 
When Choosing An Accountant 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important Neutral Unimportant 
% % % 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 128 23.4 35.2 33.6 7.0 0.8 
Central Auckland 55 16.4 36.4 34.5 10.9 1.8 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 343 14.7 38.5 35.0 9.6 1.2 
East Coast 39 15.4 46.2 28.2 7.7 2.6 
Hawkes Bay 94 19.1 39.4 37.2 4.3 0 
Taranaki 114 24.6 29.8 29.8 13.2 2.6 
Wellington 162 15.4 32.7 34.6 14.8 2.5 
South Island 
Harlborough 26 15.4 34.6 30.8 11.5 7.7 
Nelson 25 12.0 20.0 48.0 16.0 4.0 
Westland 16 0 25.0 43.8 31.3 0 
Canterbury 216 15.3 33.3 39.8 9.7 1.9 
Otago 122 16.4 23.8 44.3 13.1 2.5 
Southland 127 15.0 24.4 45.7 11.0 3.9 
1467 
National Average 17.0 33.3 37.0 10.7 2.0 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 8(B)4a 
Importance Placed by Respondents On RANGE OF SERVICES AVAILABLE 
(Including: Contracts for Finance) When Choosing An Accountant 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral Unimportant 
% % 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 127 24.4 38.6 18.9 16.5 1.6 
Central Auckland 53 26.4 32.1 26.4 ll.3 3.8 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 344 23.0 36.6 24.7 3.8 11.8 
East Coast 39 30.8 35.9 2-.5 5.1 7.7 
Hawkes Bay 93 25.8 33.3 28.0 2.2 10.7 
Taranaki 112 33.0 28.6 18.8 5.4 14.2 
Wellington 162 24.1 29.0 27.2 14.8 4.9 
South Island 
Marlborough 26 30.8 34.6 19.2 3.9 11.5 
Nelson 25 12.0 40.0 28.0 8.0 12.0 
Westland 16 6.3 50.0 25.0 18.7 0 
Canterbury 214 23.8 40.2 25.2 8.5 2.3 
Otago 122 30.3 29.5 25.4 12.3 2.5 
Southland 127 21.3 40.9 24.4 11.0 2.4 
1460 
National Average 24.9 35'.4 24.2 11.9 3.6 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
0\ 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
t-lestland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
TABLE 8(B)5a 
Importance Placed By Respondents on ABILITY TO WORK WITH OTHER ADVISERS 
When Choosing An Accountant 
By Provincial District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
127 
53 
343 
39 
94 
112 
160 
26 
25 
16 
215 
121 
127 
1458 
Very 
Important 
% 
15.0 
18.8 
17.8 
17.9 
17.0 
21.4 
13.8 
19.3 
16.0 
0 
19.5 
25.6 
17.3 
18.0 
Important 
% 
33.1 
30.2 
29.7 
23.1 
38.3 
35.7 
41.8 
26.9 
24.0 
50.0 
35.3 
34.8 
29.9 
33.5 
Neutral 
% 
28.3 
28.3 
28.3 
28.2 
33.0 
25.0 
22.5 
30.8 
36.0 
31.2 
25.2 
19.8 
33.2 
27.2 
Unimportant 
% 
22.0 
17 .0 
19.0 
28.2 
9.6 
14.3 
16.9 
11.5 
20.0 
18.8 
15.8 
14.0 
16.5 
17.0 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
1.6 
5.7 
5~2 
2.6 
2.1 
3.6 
5.0 
11.5 
4.0 
0 
4.2 
5.8 
3.1 
4.3 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
()\ 
N 
TABLE 8(B)6a 
Importance Placed By Respondent On WILLINGNESS OF ACCOUNTANT 
TO VISIT FARM When Choosing An Accountant 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral Unimportant 
% % 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 125 5.6 15.2 29.6 44.0 5.6 
Central Auckland 53 9.4 22.6 28.3 32.2 7.5 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 341 10.0 17.6 33.4 31.7 7.3 
East Coast 38 7.9 15.8 31.6 36.8 7.9 
Hawkes Bay 94 17.0 18.1 35.1 24.5 5.3 
Taranaki 113 8.8 14.2 31.0 38.0 8.0 
Wellington 161 8.7 24.8 27.3 33.6 5.6 
South Island 
Marlborough 26 11.5 19.2 38.5 23.1 7.7 
Nelson 25 4.0 20.0 44.0 24.0 8.0 
Westland 16 12.5 25.0 18.8 31.2 12 .5 
Canterbury 216 10.2 21.8 33.8 30.0 4.2 
Otago 121 9.9 17.4 30.6 36.3 5.8 
Southland 125 7.2 8.8 35.2 38.4 10.4 
1454 
National Average 9.4 18.1 32.2 33.6 6.7 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 8(B)7a 
Importance Placed By Respondents On TRADITION (Your Parents Before You) 
When Choosing An Accountant 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral 
% 
Unimportant 
% 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 125 3.2 4.0 15.2 60.8 16.8 
Central Auckland 53 7.5 5.8 13.2 50.9 22.6 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 338 2.4 8.9 18.3 55.0 15.4 
East Coast 38 7.9 10.5 18.4 39.5 23.7 
Hawkes Bay 93 3.2 10.8 20.4 51.6 14.0 
Taranaki 113 9.7 11.5 19.5 44.3 15.0 
Wellington 162 6.2 11.1 16.7 48.7 17.3 
South Island 
Marlborough 26 0 0 11.5 65.4 23.1 
Nelson 25 8.0 4.0 16.0 36.0 36.0 
Westland 15 0 0 20.0 53.3 26.7 
Canterbury 217 4.6 10.1 24.0 45.6 15.7 
Otago 119 6.7 5.9 16.8 57.2 13.4 
Southland 127 6.3 12.6 18.1 46.5 16.5 
1451 
National Average 4.9 8.9 18.5 51.0 16.7 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 8(B)8a 
Importance Placed By Respondents On OTHER FACTORS 
When Choosing An Accountant 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral 
% 
Unimportant 
% 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 124 8.9 2.4 0.8 4.0 83.9 
Central Auckland 52 13.5 0 0 5.8 80.7 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 347 7.5 0.9 0.6 1.7 89.3 
East Coast 40 10.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 82.5 
Hawkes Bay 95 6.3 2.1 1.1 0 90.5 
Taranaki 115 5.2 1.7 0.9 0 92.2 
Wellington 161 6.8 1.2 0.6 3.1 88.3 
South Island 
Marlborough 24 8.3 0 0 4.2 87.5 
Nelson 25 8.0 0 0 0 92.0 
Westland 17 5.9 0 0 0 94.1 
Canterbury 219 6.8 2.3 0.5 1.8 88.6 
Otago 119 8.4 2.5 0.8 0.8 87.5 
Southland 127 2.4 0.8 0.8 0.8 95.2 
1465 
National Average 7.1 1.5 0.7 1.8 88.9 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 8(C)la 
FREQUENCY OF VISITS to Respondents Farms 
BY ACCOUNTANTS 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid Regularly Occasionally Never 
Observations % % % 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 129 1.6 18.6 79.8 
Central Auckland 54 0 40.7 59.3 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 354 5.1 25.7 69.2 
East Coast 39 2.6 35.9 61.5 
Hawkes Bay 98 2.0 42.9 55.1 
Taranaki 115 0.9 22.6 76.5 
Wellington 162 3.1 37.7 59.2 
South Island 
Marlborough 27 11.1 22.2 66.7 
Nelson 26 0 23.1 76.9 
Westland 16 0 37.5 62.5 
Canterbury 220 2.3 37.3 60.4 
Otago 123 3.3 24.4 72.3 
Southland 129 0.8 12.4 86.8 
1492 
National Average 2.8 28.6 68.6 
-----------------------------------------~------------------------~----
TABLE 8(D)1a 
Importance of NET PROFIT for the Respondents 
When Reviewing Annual Accounts 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral 
% 
Unimportant 
% 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
-------------------------------------~-------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 130 59.2 27.7 11.5 1.6 0 
Central Auckland 55 61.8 29.1 9.1 0 0 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 352 53.1 37.5 6.0 2.5 0.9 
East Coast 39 56.4 38.5 2.5 0 2.6 
Hawkes Bay 96 60.4 32.3 4.2 2.1 2.6 
Taranaki 114 58.8 30.7 6.1 2.6 1.8 
Wellington 163 55.2 37.4 3.7 3.1 0.6 
South Island 
Marlborough 26 38.5 42.3 7.7 7.7 3.8 
Nelson 25 52.0 36.0 12.0 0 0 
Westland 16 50.0 43.8 0 6.2 0 
Canterbury 218 56.9 33.9 6.4 1.4 1.4 
Otago 123 46.3 43.9 6.5 2.5 0.8 
Southland 128 60.2 35.9 3.9 0 0 
1485 
National Average 55.5 35.5 6.1 0.9 2.0 
----------~----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Q'\ 
'-J 
. 
TABLE 8(D)2a 
Importance of the CASH SUPPLY to the Respondents 
When Reviewing Annual Accounts 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral 
% 
Unimportant 
% 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~------------------
North Island 
Northland 130 49.2 32.3 16.2 1.5 0.8 
Central Auckland 54 51.9 33.3 11.0 1.9 1.9 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 350 41.1 43.1 10.9 3.7 1.2 
East Coast 38 47.4 44.7 7.9 0 0 
Hawkes Bay 96 62.5 30.2 4.2 2.1 1.0 
Taranaki 112 50.0 33.9 10.7 1.8 3.6 
Wellington 162 38.3 49.4 8.6 1 • .8 1.9 
South Island 
Marlborough 26 42.3 34.6 11.5 3.9 7.7 
Nelson 26 46.2 34.6 15.4 0 3.8 
Westland 15 20.0 66.7 6.7 6.6 0 
Canterbury 217 49.3 41.5 5.5 1.4 2.3 
Otago 122 41.8 42.6 9.0 5.0 1.6 
Southland 
125 56.0 37.6 5.6 0 0.8 
1473 
National Average 46.6 40.2 9.2 2.4 1.6 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------'---------------------------
U'I 
00 
. 
TABLE 8(D)3a 
Importance of the AMOUNT OF TAX PAYABLE to the Respondents 
When Reviewing Annual Accounts 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral 
% 
Unimportant 
% 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 130 70.0 25.4 1.5 0.8 2.3 
Central Auckland 55 81.8 14.6 3.6 0 0 
South Auck1and/ 
Bay of Plenty 355 70.4 21.7 2.8 3.7 1.4 
East Coast 40 70.0 22.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 
Hawkes Bay 98 70.4 23.5 4.1 1.0 1.0 
Taranaki 113 78.8 17.7 1.8 0.8 0.9 
Wellington 162 72.2 22.2 3.1 1.9 0.6 
South Island 
Marlborough 26 69.3 26.9 0 0 3.8 
Nelson 26 73.1 23.1 0 3.8 0 
Westland 15 66.7 33.3 0 0 0 
Canterbury 220 59.5 32.3 5.9 0.9 1.4 
Otago 123 60.2 31.7 4.1 2.4 1.6 
Southland 126 63.5 30.2 4.0 0.7 1.6 
1489 
National Average 68.6 25.0 3.3 1.8 1.3 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 8(D)4a 
Importance of the PREPARATION OF NEXT YEARS' BUDGET to the 
Respondents When Reviewing Annual Accounts 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral 
% 
Unimportant 
% 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 131 25.2 33.6 22.9 15.2 3.1 
Central Auckland 53 24.5 34.0 22.6 15.1 3.8 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 349 26.4 36.7 22.1 12.2 2.6 
East Coast 38 31.6 28.9 23.7 13.2 2.6 
Hawkes Bay 96 35.4 34.4 17.7 9.4 3.1 
Taranaki 112 26.8 29.5 23.2 15.1 5.4 
Wellington 161 24.2 34.8 22.4 16.1 2.5 
South Island 
Marlborough 26 42.3 38.5 3.8 7.7 7.7 
Nelson 26 23.1 38.5 19.2 11.5 7.7 
Westland 15 20.0 40.0 26.7 13.3 0 
Canterbury 217 22.6 33.6 28.1 11.1 4.6 
Otago 123 28.5 35.8 17.1 13.7 4.9 
Southland 127 23.6 33.1 24.4 15.0 3.9 
1474 
National Average 26.3 34.5 22.3 13 .2 3.7 
----------------------~----------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 8(D)5a 
Importance of FARM MANAGEMENT PURPOSES to the Respondents 
When Reviewing Annual Accounts 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral Unimportant 
% % 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 130 30.0 36.2 13.8 16.2 3.8 
Central Auckland 51 23.5 45.1 15.7 13.7 2.0 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 349 23.8 37.3 22.6 12.3 4.0 
East Coast 38 28.9 39.5 21.0 5.3 5.3 
Hawkes Bay 96 37.5 30.2 19.8 9.4 3.1 
Taranaki 112 21.4 33.0 25.0 16.1 4.5 
Wellington 161 23.6 37.3 21. 7 11.8 5.6 
South Island 
Marlborough 26 46.2 26.9 11.5 11.5 3.8 
Nelson 26 23.2 19.2 26.9 19.2 11.5 
Westland 15 13 .3 20.0 46.7 13.3 6.7 
Canterbury 217 25.3 40.1 22.6 1.8 10.2 
Otago 121 26.4 38.0 22.3 10.8 2.5 
Southland 127 18.1 42.5 25.2 11.1 3.1 
1469 
National Average 25.4 37.0 21.8 12.1 3.7 
--~------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 8(D)6a 
Importance of OTHER FACTORS To The Respondents 
When Reviewing Annual Accounts 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral 
% 
Unimportant 
% 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 128 3.9 1.6 0 0.7 93.8 
Central Auckland 54 7.4 0 1.9 0 90.7 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 351 2.8 1.1 0.3 1.8 94.0 
East Coast 40 2.5 2.5 2.5 0 92.5 
Hawkes Bay 98 1.0 2.0 0 1.1 95.9 
Taranaki ll5 3.5 0 0.8 0 95.7 
Wellington 160 3.8 2.5 0 0.6 93.1 
South Island 
Marlborough 27 3.7 3.7 0 7.4 85.2 
Nelson 26 3.8 3.8 3.8 0 88.6 
Westland 17 0 0 0 0 94.1 
Canterbury 219 5.0 2.3 0.5 0.9 91.3 
Otago 124 0.8 2.4 0.8 0 96.0 
Southland 126 5.6 2.4 0 0 92.0 
1485 
National Average 3.6 1.8 0.5 0.9 93.2 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 8(E)la 
Whether Respondents USE CASH FLOW FORECASTS 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
128 
55 
346 
39 
97 
114 
161 
27 
26 
15 
222 
123 
126 
1479 
Yes 
% 
57.8 
56.4 
64.5 
64.1 
75.3 
49.1 
52.2 
74.1 
57.7 
53.3 
67.6 
70.7 
60.3 
62.3 
No 
% 
42.2 
43.6 
35.5 
35.9 
24.7 
50.9 
47.8 
25.9 
42.3 
46.7 
32.4 
29.3 
39.7 
37.7 
No. of valid 
Observations 
TABLE 8(E)2a 
Pre parer of CASH FLOW FORECASTS 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
Prepared by 
Farm Adviser 
% 
Prepared by 
Stock Firm 
% 
Prepared by 
Accountant 
% 
prepared by 
M.A.F 
% 
Prepared by 
Respondent 
% 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~--------------------~-----
North Island 
Northland 72 4.2 1.4 11.1 2.8 80.6 
Central Auckland 30 0.0 0.0 6.7 0.0 93.3 
" .j:--South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 216 5.1 3.2 17.1 1.9 72.7 
East Coast 25 8.0 16.0 12.0 4.0 60.0 
Hawkes Bay 73 1.4 13.7 26.0 0.0 58.9 
Taranaki 55 1.8 1.8 21.8 5.5 69.1 
Wellington 82 4.9 1.2 17 .1 1.2 75.6 
South Island 
Harlborough 18 11.1 5.6 16.7 0.0 66.7 
Nelson 15 6.7 0.0 6.7 0.0 86.7 
Westland 8 0.0 0.0 25.0 0.0 75.0 
Canterbury 149 14.8 5.4 14.8 5.4 59.7 
Otago 84 4.8 14.3 17.9 1.2 61.9 
Southland 72 8.3 26.4 6.9 0.0 58.3 
899 
National Average 6.3 7.1 15.9 2.2 68.4 
---------------~---------------------------------------------------------------------~---------------------------------
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TABLE 8(E)3a 
Whether Respondents Not Presently Using Cash Flow 
Forecasts WOULD FIND them USEFUL 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auck1and/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
49 
24 
109 
13 
21 
56 
71 
7 
10 
7 
66 
36 
50 
519 
Yes 
% 
42.9 
45.8 
37.6 
30.8 
33.3 
30.4 
42.3 
57.1 
40.0 
42.9 
50.0 
58.3 
50.0 
42.6 
No 
% 
57.1 
54.2 
62.4 
69.2 
66.7 
69.6 
57.7 
42.9 
60.0 
57.1 
50.0 
41.7 
50.0 
57.4 
76. 
TABLE 8(F)la 
WHETHER Respondents OWN A COMPUTER 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auck1and/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
Dairy 
Sheep/Beef 
Cropping 
Other 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
130 
55 
350 
40 
97 
115 
162 
27 
25 
16 
218 
125 
125 
1485 
TABLE 8(F)lb 
Yes 
% 
2.3 
5.5 
5.7 
2.5 
1.0 
2.6 
4.3 
7.4 
12.0 
0 
6.0 
2.4 
3.2 
4.2 
WHETHER Respondents OWN A COMPUTER 
By Type of Farm 
No. of valid 
observations 
450 
854 
46 
132 
1482 
Yes 
% 
4.2 
3.5 
13.0 
6.1 
4.2 
No 
% 
97.7 
94.5 
94.3 
97.5 
99.0 
97.4 
95.7 
92.6 
88.0 
100.0 
94.0 
97.6 
96.8 
95.8 
No 
% 
95.8 
96.5 
87.0 
93.9 
95.8 
77. 
TABLE 8(F)2a 
Whether Respondents PLAN TO PURCHASE a Computer 
Within the Next 3 Years 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
127 
53 
337 
38 
92 
109 
155 
24 
23 
15 
207 
121 
122 
1423 
TABLE 8(F)2b 
Yes 
% 
15.0 
18.9 
14.2 
13.2 
15.2 
11.0 
12.3 
8.3 
8.7 
0 
10.1 
11.6 
9.0 
12.4 
No 
% 
85.0 
81.1 
85.8 
86.8 
84.8 
89.0 
87.7 
91.7 
91.3 
100.0 
89.9 
88.4 
91.0 
87.6 
Whether Respondents PLAN TO PURCHASE a Computer 
Within the Next 3 Years 
Dairy 
Sheep/Beef 
Cropping 
Other 
National Average 
By Type of Farm 
No. of valid 
observations 
432 
816 
45 
127 
1403 
Yes 
% 
15.7 
11.2 
2.2 
14.2 
12.4 
No 
% 
84.3 
88.8 
97.8 
85.8 
87.6 
78. 
TABLE 8(F)3a 
Whether Respondents Plan to Use the Computer to Prepare 
FINANCIAL INFORMATION 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auck1and/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
101 
39 
244 
29 
66 
82 
115 
16 
12 
10 
159 
87 
78 
1038 
Yes 
% 
22.8 
33.3 
28.3 
27.6 
27.3 
19.5 
22.6 
37.5 
16.7 
0 
29.6 
23.0 
23.1 
25.6 
No 
% 
77 .2 
66.7 
71.7 
72.4 
72.7 
80.5 
77 .4 
62.5 
83.3 
100.0 
70.4 
77 .0 
76.9 
74.4 
79. 
TABLE 8{F)4a 
Whether Respondents Plan to Use the Computer to 
Prepare PHYSICAL FARM INFORMATION 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District 
No. of valid 
observations 
98 
35 
239 
27 
64 
80 
110 
13 
12 
10 
154 
80 
75 
997 
Yes 
% 
22.4 
34.3 
26.8 
25.9 
25.0 
20.0 
20.0 
15.4 
25.0 
0 
24.0 
21.3 
22.7 
23.6 
No 
% 
77 .6 
65.7 
73.2 
74.1 
75.0 
80.0 
80.0 
84.6 
75.0 
100.0 
76.0 
78.7 
77 .3 
76.4 
80. 
TABLE 8(G)la 
Whether Respondents ACCOUNTANTS USE MARKET VALUE FOR LIVESTOCK 
When Preparing Financial Accounts 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
Yes 
% 
No 
% 
Don't 
Know 
% 
---------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 127 37.8 51.2 11.0 
Central Auckland 54 31.5 57.4 11.1 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 341 40.8 46.6 12.6 
East Coast 38 52.6 39.5 7.9 
Hawkes Bay 96 45.8 46.9 7.3 
Taranaki 110 40.0 41.8 18.2 
Wellington 163 39.9 53.4 6.7 
South Island 
Marlborough 27 40.7 48.1 11.2 
Nelson 25 12.0 68.0 20.0 
Westland 15 33.3 46.7 20.0 
Canterbury 218 36.2 52.3 11.5 
Otago 123 31.7 56.9 11.4 
Southland 126 31.0 57.9 11.1 
1463 
National Average 37.8 50.7 ll.5 
---------------------------------------------------------------------
81. 
TABLE 8(G)2a 
\vhether Respondents Whose Accountants Don't Presently Use 
Market Value for Livestock When Preparing Financial Accounts, 
Would Consider it BENEFICIAL IF SUCH A VALUE WAS USED 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
63 
30 
152 
14 
43 
39 
83 
13 
16 
6 
109 
64 
70 
702 
Yes 
% 
17 .5 
20.0 
17 .8 
28.6 
18.6 
17.9 
13.3 
23.1 
18.8 
66.7 
11.0 
9.4 
17.1 
16.2 
No 
% 
55.6 
73.3 
50.0 
35.7 
46.5 
41.0 
63.9 
46.2 
37.5 
0 
56.0 
57.8 
51.4 
53.1 
Don't 
Know 
% 
27.0 
6.7 
32.2 
35.7 
34.9 
41.0 
22.9 
30.8 
43.8 
33.3 
33.0 
32.8 
31.4 
30.6 
------------------------------------------------------._----------------
82. 
TABLE 8(H)la 
Whether Respondents EMPLOY A FARM ADVISOR 
By Provincial Land Dis~trict and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
131 
55 
353 
40 
96 
116 
161 
27 
26 
16 
223 
125 
128 
1497 
Yes 
% 
11.5 
21.8 
21.5 
15.0 
16.7 
17 .2 
17.4 
7.4 
26.9 
0 
31.;8 
B.6 
8.6 
18 .• 8 
No 
% 
88.5 
78·2 
78.5 
85.,0 
83.3 
82.8 
82.6 
92.6 
73.1 
100 .,0 
68.2 
86.4 
91.4 
81.2 
83. 
TABLE 8(H)2a 
Of Those Respondents Who Employ a Farm Adviser, Does Their 
Accountant and Farm Adviser WORK TOGETHER WITH THEM AS A TEAM 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Harlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
15 
12 
73 
6 
16 
19 
28 
6 
69 
16 
11 
272 
Yes 
% 
6.7 
16.7 
31.5 
33.3 
50.0 
21.1 
46.4 
66.7 
49.3 
37.5 
54.5 
37.9 
No 
% 
93.3 
83.3 
68.5 
66.7 
50.0 
78.9 
53.6 
33.2 
50.7 
62.5 
45.5 
62.1 
84. 
TABLE 8(H)3a 
Whether Respondents RELY ON FARM ADVISERS Instead Of Accountants 
for Financial Planning and Taxation Advice 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
14 
12 
71 
5 
16 
18 
28 
2 
6 
66 
15 
11 
264 
Yes 
% 
7.1 
16.7 
12.7 
40.0 
12.5 
11.1 
25.0 
50.0 
16.7 
31.8 
40.0 
63.6 
23·.1 
No 
% 
92.9 
83.3 
87.3 
60.0 
87.5 
88.9 
75.0 
50.0 
83.3 
68.2 
60.0 
36.4 
76.9 
85. 
TABLE 8(H)4 
Why Respondents Use Their Farm Advisers 
Rather Than Their Accountant For 
Financial Planning And Taxation Advice 
Accountants Disinterest 
Level of Fees 
Greater Expertise or 
Knowledge of Farm Adviser 
Other 
No. of Valid 
Observations 
2 
50 
7 
59 
% 
3.4 
84.7 
11.9 
86. 
TABLE 8C01a 
Whether Respondents ACCOUNTANTS INITIATE DISCUSSIQNS With Them 
on Tax Planning, Estate Planning, or Other Financial Matters 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
No 
% 
---------------------~-------------~-~-----~-------~-------------~-----
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
128 
52 
347 
39 
96 
115 
162 
27 
26 
15 
218 
123 
128 
1476 
67.2 32.8 
65.4 34.6 
68.9 31.1 
76.9 23.1 
77 .1 22.9 
65.2 34.8 
72.2 27.8 
66.7 33.3 
69.2 30.8 
73.3 26.7 
72.0 28.0 
73.2 26.8 
67.2 32.8 
70.1 29.9 
--------------------------------~--------~---~-~-~-~~-----~~-----~-----
87. 
TABLE 8(J)la 
Whether Respondents Would Use a SERVICE FOR THE PREPARATION OF 
ANNUAL FINANCIAL STATEMENTS AND TAXATION RETURNS 
if Such a Service Was Provided by Their Accountants 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
123 
52 
338 
39 
94 
115 
158 
27 
25 
16 
220 
124 
125 
1456 
Yes 
% 
95.1 
98.1 
98.8 
92.3 
97.9 
95.7 
98.1 
96.3 
96.0 
93.8 
97.7 
96.0 
100.0 
97.5 
No 
% 
4.9 
1.9 
1.2 
7.7 
2.1 
4.3 
1.9 
3.7 
4.0 
6.3 
2.3 
4.0 
0 
2.5 
88. 
TABLE 8(J)2a 
Whether Respondents Would Use a SERVICE FOR PAYMENT OF WAGES AND 
Provision of a WAGES RECONCILIATION if Such a Service Was Provided 
By Their Accountants 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
Yes 
% 
No 
% 
---------------------------~-------~-----------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
123 
50 
328 
37 
89 
111 
154 
27 
25 
14 
214 
122 
125 
1419 
43.9 56.1 
40.0 60.0 
42.4 57.6 
35.1 64.9 
53.9 46.1 
54.1 45.9 
50.0 50.0 
40.7 59.3 
48.0 52.0 
35.7 64.3 
38.8 61.2 
41.0 59.0 
68.8 31.2 
46.4 53.6 
89. 
TABLE 8(J)3a 
Whether Respondents Would Use a SERVICE FOR REGULAR DISCUSSION 
RE FINANCIAL MATTERS if Such a Service Was Provided 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
by Their Accountant 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
123 
52 
332 
38 
92 
112 
158 
26 
25 
18 
215 
122 
125 
1434 
Yes 
% 
74.0 
82.7 
83.4 
81.6 
89.1 
81.3 
82.9 
84.6 
84.0 
78.6 
80.0 
81.1 
86.4 
82.2 
No 
% 
26.0 
17.3 
16.6 
18.4 
10.9 
18.7 
17.1 
15.4 
16.0 
21.4 
20.0 
18.9 
13.6 
17 .8 
90. 
TABLE 80)4a 
Whether Respondents Would Use a SERVICE FOR TAX AND/OR ESTATE 
PLANNING if Such a Service was Provided 
by Their Accountants 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
Yes 
% 
No 
% 
. . .' . 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
124 
52 
336 
37 
90 
111 
158 
27 
26 
14 
216 
120 
125 
1436 
85.5 14 • .5 
94.2 5.8 
92.6 7.4 
89.2 10.8 
96.7 3.3 
87.4 12.6 
91.1 8.9 
88.9 i1.1 
92.3 7.7 
92.9 7.1 
91.2 8.8 
90.0 10.0 
92.0 8.0 
91.1 8.9 
~ . ." . . ......,. 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
91. 
TABLE 8(J)5a 
Whether Respondents Would Use a SERVICE FOR REGULAR REVIEWS, 
Especially Prior to Balance Date For Cash Planning and 
Taxation Planning Purposes, If Such a Service Was Provided 
By Their Accountants 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
120 
52 
333 
38 
91 
III 
158 
27 
25 
14 
213 
120 
124 
1426 
Yes 
% 
75.0 
82.7 
84.7 
76.3 
89.0 
79.3 
82.3 
85.2 
84.0 
85.7 
85.0 
82.5 
87.9 
83.3 
No 
% 
25.0 
17.3 
15.3 
23.7 
11.0 
20.7 
17.7 
14.8 
16.0 
14.3 
15.0 
17.5 
12.1 
16.7 
92. 
TABLE 9(A)la 
NUMBER OF INSURANCE COMPANIES Respondents Place Business With 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
Mean Number of 
Companies 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
131 2.3 
55 2.5 
356 2.5 
40 1.9 
98 2.0 
116 2.6 
164 2.2 
27 2.1 
26 2.2 
17 1.6 
223 2.3 
127 2.3 
128 2.2 
1516 
2.3 
TABLE 9(B)la 
Respondents efajor REASON FOR SELECTING THEIR INSURANCE COMPANIES 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
*1 
% 
*2 
% 
*3 
% 
*4 
% 
*5 
% 
*6 
% 
*7 
% 
*8 
% 
*9 
% 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 126 7.1 14.3 0 15.1 10.3 8.7 31.7 1.6 11.2 
Central Auckland 53 5.7 17.0 0 20.8 7.5 18.9 22.6 0 7.5 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 349 4.0 10.3 0.6 23.2 8.9 10.9 26.4 2.3 13 .4 
Hawkes Bay 40 5.0 12.5 0 20.0 12.5 10.0 20.0 5.0 15.0 
Taranaki 97 1.0 15.0 0 19.6 13 .4 21.6 9.3 1.0 18.6 
Wellington 114 5.3 11.4 0 21.1 6.1 14.9 28.9 3.5 8.8 
South Island 
Marlborough 27 3.7 11.1 0 14.8 14.8 7.4 37.0 0 11.2 
Nelson 26 3.8 7.7 0 38.5 15.4 7.7 23.1 0 3.8 
Westland 17 5.9 29.5 0 23.5 0 23.5 5.9 5.9 5.9 
Canterbury 219 3.7 9.6 0.5 23.7 15.1 20.1 11.4 2.3 13.6 
Otago 121 3.3 11.6 0 35.5 8.3 19.8 9.9 4.1 7.4 
Southland 127 3.1 7.9 0 26.8 16.5 21.3 15.7 0.8 7.9 
1476 
National Average 3.9 11.4 0.3 23.1 11.0 15.6 20.5 2.2 12.0 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
*1 Word of Mouth *6 Family Connection 
*2 Recommendation *7 Insurance Agent Service 
*3 Advertisement *8 Size of Insurance Company 
*4 Farmer Association *9 Other 
*5 Sought the Cheapest Price 
I.C 
w 
. 
94. 
TABLE 9(C)la 
Whether Respondents Think They Are Kept ADEQUATELY INFORMED 
With Regards To New Products, Services or Rate Changes 
by Their Insurance Company 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auck1and/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
126 
54 
348 
40 
94 
U5 
162 
26 
26 
17 
222 
125 
126 
1481 
Yes 
% 
56.3 
53.7 
51.1 
65.0 
52.1 
60.9 
51.9 
57.7 
42.3 
58.8 
55.4 
60.0 
57.1 
54.9 
No 
% 
43.7 
46.3 
48.9 
35.0 
47.9 
39.1 
48.1 
42.3 
57.7 
41.2 
44.6 
40.0 
42.9 
45.1 
95. 
TABLE 9(D)la 
Whether Respondents Consider Insurance Companies 
PROVIDE ADEQUATE SERVICE to the Farming Community 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
118 
55 
341 
40 
95 
114 
164 
25 
25 
17 
221 
122 
126 
1463 
Yes 
% 
62.7 
65.5 
60.1+ 
60.0 
67.4 
73.7 
61.0 
76.0 
68.0 
58.8 
74.7 
76.2 
69.8 
67.0 
No 
% 
37.3 
34.5 
39.6 
40.0 
32.6 
26.3 
39.0 
24.0 
32.0 
41.2 
25.3 
23.8 
30.2 
33.0 
96. 
TABLE 9(E)la 
Whether Respondents Are Currently Using Any Form of 
INSURANCE COMPANY FINANCE 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
129 
56 
353 
40 
98 
116 
163 
27 
26 
17 
223 
124 
128 
1500 
Yes 
% 
13.2 
25.0 
23.5 
12.5 
24.5 
19.0 
25.2 
11.1 
3.8 
11.8 
19.3 
22.6 
25.8 
21.1 
No 
% 
86.8 
75.0 
76.5 
87.5 
75.5 
81.0 
74.8 
88.9 
96.2 
88.2 
80.7 
77 .4 
74.2 
78.9 
97. 
TABLE 9(F)la 
Whether Respondents Hope To Use INSURANCE COMPANY FINANCE 
AT SOME FUTURE TIME 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
130 
53 
347 
38 
95 
113 
157 
26 
25 
17 
213 
123 
126 
1463 
Yes 
% 
23.1 
32.1 
37.8 
18.4 
33.7 
34.5 
32.5 
19.2 
12.0 
23.5 
33.3 
25.2 
27.0 
31.1 
No 
% 
76.9 
67.9 
62.2 
51.6 
66.3 
65.5 
67.5 
80.8 
88.0 
76.5 
66.7 
74.8 
73.0 
68.9 
98. 
TABLE 9(G)1a 
Whether Respondents Use Their Life Assllrance for LOAN PROTECTION 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
.Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
126 
51 
325 
36 
87 
110 
147 
24 
24 
12 
198 
117 
117 
1374 
Yes 
% 
41.3 
45.1 
41.5 
44.4 
23.0 
46.4 
44.9 
37.5 
45.8 
66.7 
33.8 
31.6 
42.7 
39.7 
No 
% 
58.7 
54.9 
58.5 
55.6 
77 .0 
53.6 
55.1 
62.5 
·54.2 
33.3 
66.2 
68.4 
57.3 
60.3 
99. 
TABLE 9(G)2a 
Whether Respondents Use Their Life Assurance FOR ESTATE PROTECTION 
By Provincial Land District and overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
124 
53 
330 
36 
88 
108 
151 
25 
23 
12 
201 
116 
119 
1386 
Yes 
% 
44.4 
60.4 
57.0 
66.7 
61.4 
60.2 
51.0 
44.0 
47.8 
58.3 
64.7 
60.3 
71.4 
58.4 
No 
% 
55.6 
39.6 
43.0 
33.3 
38.6 
39.8 
49.0 
56.0 
52.2 
41.7 
35.3 
39.7 
28.6 
41.6 
100. 
TABLE 9(G)3a 
Whether Respondents Use Their Life Assurance FOR INVESTMENT 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
121 
51 
318 
35 
84 
108 
142 
22 
23 
11 
194 
113 
116 
1338 
Yes 
% 
21.5 
13.7 
21.4 
25.7 
17.9 
32.4 
23.9 
22.7 
13.0 
27.3 
28.9 
22.1 
32.8 
24.2 
No 
% 
78.5 
86.3 
78.6 
74.3 
82.1 
67.6 
76.1 
77 .3 
87.0 
72.7 
71.1 
77 .9 
67.2 
75.8 
10 I. 
TABLE 9(G)4a 
Whether Respondents Use Their Life Assurance FOR FAMILY PROTECTION 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
125 
53 
327 
38 
90 
110 
149 
23 
24 
13 
203 
115 
120 
1390 
Yes 
% 
67.2 
71.7 
74.9 
81.6 
80.0 
77 .3 
71.8 
73.9 
79.2 
76.9 
82.3 
78.3 
85.0 
76.8 
No 
% 
32.8 
28.3 
25.1 
18.4 
20.0 
22.7 
28.2 
26.1 
20.8 
23.1 
17.7 
21.7 
15.0 
23.2 
102. 
TABLE 9(G)5a 
Whether Respondents Use Their Life Assurance FOR TAX SAVING 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
Yes 
% 
No 
% 
---------------------------------------------------------------~------~ 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
125 
52 
330 
37 
86 
109 
146 
23 
24 
12 
198 
U5 
119 
1376 
53.6 46.4 
46.2 53.8 
57.0 43.0 
67.6 32.4 
61.6 38.4 
65.1 34.9 
61.0 39.0 
39.1 60.9 
37.5 62.5 
58.3 41.7 
58.1 41.9 
56.5 43.5 
63.9 36.1 
58.0 42.0 
103. 
TABLE 9(G)6a 
Whether Respondents Use Their Life Assurance FOR ACCESS TO FINANCE 
By Provincial land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
124 
51 
329 
35 
86 
107 
145 
21 
23 
11 
196 
113 
117 
1358 
Yes 
% 
33.1 
31.4 
39.5 
34.3 
45.3 
35.5 
38.6 
28.6 
21.7 
18.2 
39.3 
36.3 
35.0 
37.1 
No 
% 
66.9 
68.6 
60.5 
65.7 
54.7 
64.5 
61.4 
71.4 
78.3 
81.8 
60.7 
63.7 
65.0 
62.9 
104. 
TABLE 9(G)7a 
Whether Respondents Use Their Life Assllrnace FOR RETIREMENT FUNDS 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
124 
51 
326 
34 
87 
107 
144 
22 
24 
11 
198 
115 
118 
1361 
Yes 
% 
29.8 
17.6 
21.5 
32.4 
35.6 
33.6 
26.4 
22.7 
33.3 
45.5 
31.3 
28.7 
39.0 
28.7 
No 
% 
70.2 
82.4 
78.5 
67.6 
64.4 
66.4 
73.6 
77 .3 
66.7 
54.5 
68.7 
71.3 
61.0 
71.3 
-------------------------------------------------~---------~-------~---
105. 
TABLE 9(G)8a 
Whether Respondents Use Their Life Assurance FOR OTHER REASONS 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
96 
36 
239 
27 
65 
80 
106 
16 
13 
6 
145 
77 
65 
971 
Yes 
% 
2.1 
5.6 
1.3 
3.7 
0 
0 
1.9 
6.3 
0 
0 
2.8 
3.9 
3.1 
2.1 
No 
% 
97.9 
94.4 
98.7 
96.3 
100.0 
100.0 
98.1 
93.8 
100.0 
100.0 
97.2 
96.1 
96.9 
97.9 
TABLE 9(H)la 
Upon Whom the Respondents Rely the Most For INSURANCE ADVICE 
By Provincial Land District and OVerall 
No. of valid *1 *2 *3 *4 *5 *6 *7 *8 *9 
Observations % % % % % % % % % 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 126 27.0 40.5 0.8 2.4 2.4 15.1 3.2 0.0 8.7 
Central Auckland 54 11.8 44.4 3.7 0.0 1.9 24.1 1.9 1.9 7.4 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 349 20.1 40.4 0.3 1.7 2.6 23.8 2.6 1.4 7.2 0 
East Coast 40 12.5 35.0 0.0 5.0 2.5 32.5 0.0 2.5 10.0 0'\ . 
Hawkes Bay 97 22.7 26.8 3.1 7.2 1.0 24.7 5.2 1.0 8.2 
Taranaki 114 15.8 36.8 0.9 0.9 1.8 28.9 2.6 2.6 9.6 
Wellington 161 19.3 42.2 0.6 1.9 0.6 26.1 3.7 0.0 5.6 
South Island 
Marlborough 26 34.6 34.6 0.0 3.8 0.0 11.5 7.7 0.0 7.7 
Nelson 26 34.6 34.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.8 7.7 3.8 15.4 
Westland 17 35.3 41.2 0.0 5.9 0.0 17.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Canterbury 217 21.7 38.2 1.4 3.2 0.5 24.4 5.1 0.9 4.6 
Otago 122 18.9 41.0 3.3 4.1 0.8 20.5 8.2 0.0 3.3 
Southland 127 20.5 46.5 1.6 2.4 0.8 18.1 3.9 0.8 5.5 
1476 
National Average 20.9 39.5 1.2 2.6 1.4 22.7 3.9 1.0 6.7 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
*1 Insurance Company *6 Accountant 
*2 Local Insurance Agent *7 Solicitor 
*3 Farmers Association *8 Friends. 
*4 Stock and Station Company *9 Other 
*5 Bank Manager 
107. 
TABLE 9(I)la 
Total Premiums Paid By Respondents For Life, Fire 
and General Insurance Annually 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
129 
55 
349 
40 
97 
113 
159 
27 
26 
16 
218 
122 
129 
1480 
Life Fire and General 
Insurance 
$/Year 
1015 
1104 
1266 
970 
1541 
1133 
1085 
752 
772 
698 
1282 
1565 
1262 
1221 
Insurance 
$/Year 
1166 
1458 
1426 
1534 
1917 
1072 
1281 
1308 
1142 
1030 
1768 
1820 
1731 
1492 
Dairy 
Sheep/Beef 
Cropping 
Other 
108. 
TABLE 9(I)1b 
Total Premiums Paid By Respondents For Life, Fire, 
and General Insurance Annually 
By Farm Type 
No. of valid 
Observations 
454 
845 
47 
131 
1477 
Life Fire and General 
Insurance 
$/Year 
1250 
1170 
1890 
1200 
Insurance 
$/Year 
1284 
1586 
2095 
1385 
National Average 1221 1492 
TABLE 10(A)la 
Relative IMPORTANCE OF PRICE to Respondents When Purchasing 
a Piece of Farm Machinery Within The Last Two Years 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid Very 
observations Important Important Neutral Unimportant 
% % % % 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 105 58.1 32.4 7.6 0 1.9 
Central Auckland 48 54.2 31.2 14.6 0 0 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 301 42.9 46.2 6.3 2.3 2.3 
East Coast 31 61.3 32.3 3.2 3.2 0 
Hawkes Bay 80 50.0 41.3 6.3 2.4 0 
Taranaki 86 41.9 40.7 12.8 1.1 3.5 
Wellington 114 50.9 43.0 3.5 0 2.6 
South Island 
Marlborough 18 50.0 38.9 5.6 5.5 0 
Nelson 20 35.0 50.0 5.0 0 10.0 
Westland 13 53.8 38.5 0 0 7.7 
Canterbury 186 53.2 40.3 5.4 0.6 0.5 
Otago 106 40.6 50.9 3.8 0 4.7 
Southland 106 50.0 37.7 7.5 2.9 1.9 
1214 
National Average 48.4 41.7 6.5 1.3 2.1 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
0 
\C 
. 
North Island 
Northland 
TABLE 10(A)2a 
Relative IMPORTANCE OF TRADE-IN Offered On Old Machinery t.o Respondents 
When Purchasing a Piece of Farm Machinery Within the Last Two Years 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
observations 
94 
Very 
Important 
% 
31.9 
Important 
% 
31.9 
Neutral Unimportant 
% % 
14.9 13.9 
Central Auckland 42 28.6 40.5 16.7 7.1 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 259 27.4 39.0 18.1 7.4 
East Coast 24 29.2 20.8 16.7 12.5 
Hawkes Bay 64 23.4 42.2 10.9 12.6 
Taranaki 75 30.7 36.0 12.0 10.6 
Wellinton 106 24.5 39.6 13.2 8.5 
South Island 
Marlborough 16 12.5 62.5 6.3 6.2 
Nelson 16 25.0 50.0 0 6.2 
Westland 11 18.2 54.5 0 9.1 
Canterbury 164 36.0 40.9 13.4 4.8 
Otago 92 29.3 32.6 19.6 8.7 
Southland 93 28.0 40.9 16.1 10.7 
1085 
National Average 28.8 38.6 15.0 8.7 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
7.4 
7.1 
8.1 
20.8 
10.9 
10.7 
14.2 
12 .5 
18.8 
18.2 
4.9 
9.8 
4.3 
8.9 
----------------------------------------------~-------------------------------------------------------
0 
. 
TABLE 10(A)3a 
Relative IMPORTANCE OF VALUE FOR MONEY to Respondents When Purchasing a 
Piece of Farm Machinery Within the Last Two Years 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
105 
48 
299 
30 
81 
91 
118 
18 
20 
12 
184 
106 
107 
1219 
Very 
Important 
% 
62.9 
64.6 
58.9 
60.0 
60.5 
60.4 
55.9 
77 .8 
60.0 
33.3 
57.1 
60.4 
57.9 
59.2 
Important Neutral Unimportant 
% % % 
26.7 5.7 2.8 
29.2 2.1 2.0 
35.1 3.7 1.3 
36.7 0 0 
34.5 2.5 0 
30.8 4.4 3.3 
35.6 7.7 0 
22.2 0 0 
35.0 5.0 0 
41.7 8.3 0 
37.5 4.3 1.1 
35.8 1.9 0 
39.3 1.9 0.9 
34.5 3.9 1.2 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
1.9 
2.1 
1.0 
3.3 
2.5 
1.1 
0.8 
0 
0 
16.7 
0 
1.9 
0 
1.2 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
TABLE 10(A)4a 
Relative IMPORTANCE OF SERVICE OFFERED to Respondents When Purchasing a 
Piece of Farm Machinery Within the Last Two Years 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral Unimportant 
% % 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Nort~land 102 43.2 39.2 12.7 2.9 2.0 
Central Auckland 47 42.6 51.1 2.1 2.1 2.1 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 294 36.6 38.8 15.0 4.8 4.8 
East Coast 27 48.2 37.0 14.8 0 0 
Hawkes Bay 82 50.0 40.2 8.6 0 1.2 
Taranaki 87 47.1 31.0 13.8 4.7 3.4 
Wellington 117 43.6 36.8 12.0 4.2 3.4 
South Island 
Marlborough 17 41.2 41.2 11.8 0 5.9 
Nelson 19 21.1 52.6 10.5 0 15.8 
Westland 12 41.7 33.3 11.7 0 8.3 
Canterbury 181 37.6 44.2 12.7 3.8 1.7 
Otago 105 42.9 43.8 7.6 1.9 3.8 . 
Southland 106 43.6 41.5 11.3 2.9 0.9 
1196 
National Average 41.2 4.0.3 12.0 3.3 3.2 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
N 
. 
TABLE 10(A)5a 
Relative IMPORTANCE OF PREVIOUS ASSOCIATIONS WITH a COMPANY'S PRODUCT to 
Respondents When Purchasing a Piece of Farm Machinery Within the Last Two Years 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral Unimportant 
% % 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 104 21.2 24.0 32.7 19.2 2.9 
Central Auckland 46 15.2 43.5 17.4 15.2 8.7 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 294 15.6 31.6 30.3 15.0 7.5 
East Coast 29 24.1 34.5 17 .2 17.3 6.9 
Hawkes Bay 79 22.8 31.6 30.4 11.4 3.8 
Taranaki 89 22.5 29.2 22.5 20.2 5.6 
Wellington 115 16.5 38.3 22.6 13.0 9.6 
South Island 
Marlborough 18 16.7 22.2 44.4 5.6 11.1 
Nelson 19 21.1 31.6 10.5 21.0 15.8 
Westland 12 25.0 58.3 8.3 8.4 0 
Canterbury 178 19.7 32.0 25.3 17.9 5.1 
Otago 107 16.8 39.3 20.6 15.8 7.5 
Southland 104 15.4 36.5 24.0 20.3 3.8 
1194 
National Average 18.3 33.2 25.9 16.2 6.4 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
w 
. 
TABLE 10(A)6a 
Relative IMPORTANCE OF A DEMONSTRATION OR FIELD DAY to Respondents When Purchasing a 
Piece of Farm Machinery Within the Last Two Years 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral Unimportant 
% % 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
---'--~--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 99 6.1 21.2 32.3 34.3 6.1 
Central Auckland 43 9.3 20.9 34.9 27.9 7.0 
Sou.th Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 290 5.2 20.7 36.2 27.2 10.7 
East Coast 27 18.5 18.5 25.9 22.3 14.8 
Hawkes Bay 77 9.1 23.4 29.9 25.9 11.7 
Taranaki 89 l3.5 22.5 24.7 30.3 9.0 
Wellington 113 7.1 24.8 26.5 30.1 11.5 
S'outh Island 
Marlborough 18 ILl 22.2 33.3 27.8 5.6 
Nelson 19 5.3 31.6 21.1 26.2 15.8 
Westland 12 0 25.0 33.3 25.0 16.7 
Canterbury 177 7.9 19.2 32.2 30.5 10.2 
Otago 105 7.6 21.9 33.3 26.7 10.5 
Southland 102 8.8 24.5 30.4 28.5 7.8 
1171 
National Average 7.7 21.9 31.7 28.7 10.0 
. , - . 
-----------------------------~--~-----------------------------------------------------------------------
~ 
TABLE 10(A)7a 
Relative IMPORTANCE OF NEIGHBOUR OR FRIEND'S INFLUENCE to Respondents When Purchasing a 
Piece of Farm Machinery Within the Last Two Years 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
98 
44 
288 
26 
77 
89 
113 
18 
20 
12 
178 
104 
102 
1169 
Very 
Important 
% 
0.0 
2.3 
3.1 
3.8 
5.2 
5.6 
2.7 
5.6 
5.0 
0 
3.4 
1.9 
4.9 
3.3 
Important Neutral Unimportant 
% % % 
16.3 28.6 41.8 
22.7 25.0 40.9 
16.3 31.6 33.7 
U.5 19.2 42.4 
26.0 32.5 22.0 
24.7 23.6 37.1 
25.7 26.5 33.6 
22.2 33.3 27.8 
0 30.0 45.0 
16.7 41.7 16.6 
19.7 30.9 35.3 
22.1 24.0 36.6 
21.6 31.4 31.3 
19.8 29.1 34.6 
Very 
Unimportant 
% 
13.3 
9.1 
15.3 
23.1 
14.3 
9.0 
11.5 
11.1 
20.0 
25.0 
10.7 
15.4 
10.8 
13.2 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
VI 
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TABLE 10(B)la 
Whether Respondents OWN A HAY MOWER 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
127 
56 
354 
38 
97 
113 
160 
27 
26 
17 
223 
123 
128 
1489 
Yes 
% 
52.8 
62.5 
61.9 
31.6 
48.5 
65.5 
46.3 
70.4 
73.1 
58.8 
79.8 
78.0 
88.3 
64.7 
No 
% 
47.2 
37.5 
38.1 
68.4 
51.5 
34.5 
53.7 
29.6 
26.9 
41.2 
20.2 
22.0 
11.7 
35.3 
117. 
TABLE 10(C)la 
WHAT TYPE OF HAY MOWER IS OWNED by Respondents? 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
Disc 
% 
Drum 
% 
Other 
% 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 67 40.3 38.8 20.9 
Central Auckland 34 29.4 55.9 14.7 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 215 32.6 60.0 7.4 
East Coast 12 16.7 50.0 33.3 
Hawkes Bay 46 34.8 47.8 17.4 
Taranaki 72 18.1 63.9 18.0 
Wellington 72 31.9 52.8 15.3 
South Island 
Marlborough 19 42.1 52.6 5.3 
Nelson 19 52.6 42.1 5.3 
Westland 10 40.0 50.0 10.0 
Canterbury 177 41.2 40.1 18.7 
Otago 98 52.0 38.8 9.2 
Southland 114 54.4 39.5 6.1 
955 
National Average 38.6 48.5 12.9 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
118. 
TABLE 10(D)la 
Whether Respondents that own Hay Mowers . 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
HAVE AN ATTACHED HAY CONDITION~R 
By Provincial Land District 
No. of valid 
observations 
67 
34 
214 
12 
47 
74 
74 
19 
19 
10 
177 
95 
113 
956 
Yes 
% 
30.0 
2.9 
2.8 
0.0 
2.1 
0.0 
5.4 
10.5 
5.3 
0.0 
14.1 
12.5 
3.5 
National Average 5.9 
No 
% 
100.0 
97.1 
97.2 
100.0 
97.9 .. 
100.0 
94.6 
89.5 
94.]; 
100.0 
85.9 
87.5 
96.5 
94.1 
TABLE 10(E)la 
Whether Respondents INTEND TO BUY A MOWER This Season or Next 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
Observations 
120 
49 
330 
34 
84 
103 
145 
24 
23 
17 
207 
119 
121 
1376 
This Season 
% 
5.8 
4.1 
5.5 
0 
2.4 
5.8 
2.1 
4.2 
4.3 
17.6 
5.3 
3.4 
5.0 
4.7 
Next Season 
% 
10.0 
12.2 
9.7 
5.9 
4.8 
10.7 
7.6 
4.2 
17.4 
11.8 
9.7 
11.8 
6.6 
9.2 
No Purchase 
% 
84.2 
83.7 
84.8 
94.1 
92.8 
83.5 
90.3 
91.6 
78.3 
70.6 
85.0 
84.8 
88.4 
86.1 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
1.0 
. 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellingtpn 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
TABLE 10(E)2a 
Of Those Respondents Intending to Buy a Mower, the TYPE PLANNING TO BE PURCHASED 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
Disc Type with 
No. of valid Hay Conditioner 
Observations % 
19 0.0 
6 16.7 
42 0.0 
1 0.0 
5 0.0 
11 9.1 
8 12.5 
2 0.0 
5 20.0 
5 0.0 
26 15.4 
18 27.8 
14 14.3 
162 
9.3 
Disc Type without 
Hay Conditioner 
% 
47.4 
33.3 
35.7 
100.0 
20.0 
9.1 
25.0 
50.0 
20.0 
60.0 
30.8 
33.3 
35.7 
34.0 
Drum Type with 
Hay Conditioner 
% 
0.0 
16.7 
4.8 
0.0 
0.0 
9.1 
37.5 
0.0 
20.0 
0.0 
15.4 
5.6 
0.0 
8.0 
Drum Type \.,ithout 
Hay Conditioner 
% 
52.6 
33.3 
59.5 
0.0 
60.0 
54.5 
25.0 
50.0 
40.0 
40.0 
30.8 
33.3 
50.0 
45.7 
Other 
% 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
20.0 
18.2 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
7.7 
0.0 
0.0 
3.1 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
N 
0 
. 
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TABLE 10(F)la 
Whether Respondents OWN A HAY RAKE, TEDDER, CONDITIONER etc. 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
128 
52 
347 
37 
89 
111 
148 
27 
26 
17 
218 
123 
129 
1452 
Yes 
% 
47.7 
59.6 
67.7 
18.9 
48.3 
66.7 
38.5 
66.7 
73.1 
47.1 
83.9 
73.2 
76.0 
63.6 
No 
% 
52.3 
40.4 
32.3 
81.1 
51.7 
33.3 
61.5 
33.3 
26.9 
52.9 
16.1 
26.8 
24.0 
36.4 
TABLE 10(G)la 
Of Respondents Who Own a Hay Rake, Tedder, Conditioner etc., WHAT TYPE is Owned 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
Observations 
60 
29 
230 
7 
43 
71 
56 
18 
17 
8 
181 
88 
96 
904 
Tedder 
% 
25.0 
10.3 
25.2 
28.6 
23.3 
54.9 
32.1 
22.2 
41.2 
75.0 
20.4 
27.3 
41.7 
29.1 
Rake 
% 
31.7 
31.0 
17.0 
57.1 
37.2 
9.9 
30.4 
66.7 
41.2 
25.0 
73.5 
52.3 
34.4 
38.1 
Conditioner 
% 
31.7 
41.4 
39.1 
0.0 
23.3 
25.4 
30.4 
11.1 
0.0 
0.0 
2.2 
11.4 
11.5 
21.3 
Other 
% 
11.7 
17.2 
18.7 
14.3 
16.3 
9.9 
7.1 
0.0 
17.6 
0.0 
3.9 
9.1 
12.5 
11.5 
------------------~----------------------------------------------------------------~-----~ 
N 
N 
. 
TABLE 10(H)la 
Whether Respondents INTEND TO BUY a Rake, Tedder or Conditioner 
This Season or Next Season 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
119 
48 
314 
32 
80 
91 
147 
25 
23 
13 
195 
108 
114 
1309 
Buy This 
Season 
% 
4.2 
8.3 
3.8 
0 
0 
3.3 
2.7 
0 
4.3 
0 
1.5 
3.7 
2.6 
3.0 
Buy Next 
Season 
% 
6.7 
8.3 
6.1 
0 
1.3 
2.2 
4.8 
0 
4.3 
0 
2.6 
5.6 
4.3 
No 
Purchase 
% 
89.1 
83.4 
90.1 
100.0 
98.7 
94.5 
92.5 
100.0 
91.2 
100.0 
95.9 
90.7 
94.8 
92.7 
------~------------------------------~--------------------------------------------
N 
W 
. 
TABLE 10(H)2a 
Of Respondents Intending To Buy a Rake, Tedder or Conditioner 
This Season or Next, WHAT TYPE WILL BE PURCHASED 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid Rake Tedder Conditioner 
Observations % % % 
Other 
% 
--------------------------------------~----------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 12 33.3 16.7 41.7 8.3 
Central Auckland 7 0.0 0.0 71.4 28.6 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 27 14.8 14.8 59.3 11.1 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 
Taranaki 4 0.0 50.0 25.0 25.0 
Wellington 6 16.7 66.7 16.7 0.0 
South rsland 
Marlborough 
Nelson 2 0.0 50.0 50.0 0.0 
Westland 
Canterbury 7 42.9 42.9 14.3 0.0 
Otago 8 62.5 37.5 0.0 0.0 
Southland 6 33.3 33.3 16.7 16.7 
80 
23.8 26.3 40.0 10.0 
National Average 
-------------~-------------------------------,--.--------------------------------------------
N 
~ 
TABLE 10(I)la 
What TYPE OF BALES do Respondents Make? 
By Provincial Land Distict and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
Standard 
Square Baled 
Hay 
% 
Round Baled 
Soft Centre 
% 
Round Baled 
Hard Centre 
% 
Other 
% 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 108 92.6 0 6.5 0.9 
Central Auckland 45 95.6 4.4 0 0 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 326 87.4 5.8 6.1 0.7 
East Coast 16 100.0 0 0 0 
Hawkes Bay 69 85.5 2.9 11.6 0 
Taranaki 104 76.9 9.6 11.5 2.0 
Wellington 118 87.3 5.1 7.6 0 
South Island 
Marlborough 20 75.0 10.0 15.0 0 
Nelson 24 91.7 0 4.2 4.1 
Westland 10 100.0 0 0 0 
Canterbury 207 69.1 13.0 15.0 2.9 
Otago 114 80.7 9.6 8.8 0.9 
Southland 122 84.4 6.6 7.4 1.6 
1283 
National Average 83.5 6.8 8.6 1.2 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
N 
\J1 
. 
TABLE 10(J)la 
For What PERIOD OF TIME Have Respondents Who MAKE ROUND BALES Been Doing So 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
One Year 
% 
Two Years Three Years 
% % 
Four Years 
% 
Five Years 
and Over 
% 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------~-------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 7 42.9 14.3 14.3 14.3 14.3 
Central Auckland 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 39 23.1 23.1 25.6 5.1 23.1 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 9 55.6 11.1 0.0 11.1 22.2 
Taranaki 22 22.7 50.0 9.1 13.6 4.5 
Wellington 15 20.0 26.7 20.0 26.7 6.7 
South Island 
Marlborough 5 40.0 40.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 
Nelson 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 
Westland 
Canterbury 57 15.8 12.3 21.1 17 .5 33.3 
Otago 20 20.0 25.0 20.0 15.0 20.0 
Southland 17 11.8 17.6 29.4 17.6 23.5 
194 
National Average 21.6 22.2 20.6 13.9 21.6 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
N 
0\ 
. 
TABLE ll(A)la 
MAJOR REASON OF Respondents for having PLANTED TREES or 
For Intending to Plant Trees 
No. of valid 
Observations 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
1 
% 
2 
% 
3 
% 
4 
% 
5 
% 
6 
% 
7 
% 
8 
% 
9 
% 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 79 31.6 1.3 3.8 10.1 2.5 30.4 2.5 l3.9 3.8 
Central Auckland 36 16.7 2.8 1l.1 5.6 5.6 38.9 0 13.9 5.6 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 230 18.7 1.3 4.3 27.0 1.3 31.7 5.7 5.7 4.3 
East Coast 26 26.9 3.8 0 3.8 0 23.1 3.8 30.8 7.7 
Hawkes Bay 76 17.1 5.3 2.6 9.2 0 38.2 6.6 19.7 1.3 
Tararanki 60 28.3 1.7 5.0 lL7 0 43.3 6.7 3.3 0 
Wellington 118 22.9 1.7 3.4 15.3 0.8 40.7 1.7 10.2 3.4 
South Island 
Marlborough 21 23.8 0 4.8 4.8 0 61.9 4.8 0 0 
Nelson 17 35.3 5.9 0 23.5 5.9 17.6 5.9 0 5.9 
Westland 4 50.0 0 0 50.0 0 0 0 0 0 
Canterbury 190 16.8 1.6 2.6 7.9 1.6 61.1 2.6 3.2 2.6 
Otago 107 14.0 2.8 0 5.6 1.9 63.6 1.9 6.5 3.7 
Southland 99 17.2 0 0 7.1 0 69.7 4.0 1.0 1.0 
1063 
National Average 20.2 1.9 3.0 13.2 1.3 46.0 3.8 7.5 3.1 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
L Best land use for those areas 6. Shelter for stock or house 
2. Income from commercial sale 7. Diversification from farming 
3. Your own use 8. Conservation 
4. Beautify landscape 9. Other 
5. Increase my land value 
N 
-..J 
. 
TABLE ll(B}la 
MAJOR REASONS of Respondents for NOT HAVING PLANTED, or for not having any 
Intention to Plant Trees on their Farms 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 1 2 3 4 5 
Observations % % % % % 
6 7 
% % 
------------~--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 47 0 19.1 51.1 10.6 4.3 4.3 10.6 
Central Auckland 19 0 5.3 47.4 10.5 15.8 5.3 15.8 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 114 0 11.4 55'.3 12.3 6.1 6.1 8.8 
East Coast 14 0 14.3 50.0 21.4 7.1 7.1 0 
Hawkes Bay 19 0 10.5 57.9 5.3 5.3 10.5 5.3 
Taranaki 54 1.9 13.0 59.3 9.3 1.9 5.6 9.3 
Wellington 45 4.4 17.8 57.8 4.4 2.2 4.4 8.9 
South Island 
Marlborough 2 0 0 0 50.0 50.0 0 0 
Nelson 7 14.3 0 28.6 14.3 14.3 28.6 0 
Westland 13 0 7.7 30.8 0 15.4 0 46.2 
Canterbury 31 0 38.7 29.0 12.9 6.5 3.2 9.7 
Otago 21 4.8 23.8 33.3 9.5 14.3 4.8 9.5 
Southland 28 7.1 32.1 14.3 10.7 0 3.6 32.1 
414 
National Average 1.6 16.7 47.8 10.4 6.3 5.6 11.6 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~-------------------
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
I don't like trees 5. 
I don't have enough money (other 6. 
farm purchases take priority) 
Takes land out of grazing use 7. 
Inadequate return on investment (don't want 
money tied up for Such long period,20-40 years) 
I don't know enough about tree growing 
I don't like the uncertainty and inflexibility 
associated with growing trees. 
Other 
N 
00 
. 
TABLE 12(A) 
Distribution of Liabilities as at End of 1983-84 
Season - By Source 
Average Amount Average Long Medium Short 
No. of valid Borrowed Interest Rate Term Term Term 
Observations $ % % % % 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
1. Rural Bank 963 
2. Govt. Agency other 
than R.B.F.C. 103 
3. Trustee Saving Bank 70 
4. Respondents Trading 
Bank 633 
5. Building Society 41 
6. Insurance Company 246 
7. Stock and Station 
Agent 189 
8. Trust Company 52 
9. Solicitors Trust 
Fund 156 
10. Family Loan 388 
ll. Last Owner of Farm 128 
12. Local Body llO 
13. Finance Company 78 
14. Dairy Company 51 
15. Private Savings 
Bank 3 
16. Other 68 
Long Term 
Medium Term 
Short Term = 
Longer than 10 
3-10 years 
years 
Up to 3 years 
62461 
72483 
51790 
29942 
29166 
6380R 
35959 
71574 
43773 
55941 
77873 
ll472 
49392 
21172 
15133 
62694 
8.8 77 21 2 
9.8 85 8 7 
14.6 66 25 9 
14.7 7 34 59 
15.2 53 28 19 
14.2 75 16 9 
15.3 8 11 81 
15.2 22 42 36 
16.5 10 25 65 
9.9 50 30 20 
12.7 22 53 25 
8.3 77 22 1 
17.9 3 39 58 
l3.8 16 39 45 
16.5 25 50 25 
12.9 41 30 29 
N 
1.0 
. 
130. 
TABLE 12(B)la 
Whether Respondents Made Any NEW BORROWING During 
the 1983-84 Period Season 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
126 
52 
329 
36 
87 
106 
147 
26 
23 
17 
204 
114 
116 
1383 
Yes 
% 
32.5 
44.2 
45.6 
61.1 
46.0 
33.0 
40.1 
53.8 
56.5 
47.1 
53.4 
44.7 
48.3 
44.9 
No 
% 
67.5 
53.8 
54.1 
38.9 
52.9 
67.0 
59.2 
42.3 
43.5 
52.9 
46.1 
53.5 
51.7 
54.5 
Don't Know 
% 
0.0 
0.0 
0.3 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.7 
3.8 
0.0 
0.0 
0.5 
1.8 
0.0 
0.6 
---------------------------------------------------------------------"-------
131. 
TABLE 12(C) 
Proportion of Respondents New Liabilities 
Used to Refinance Existing Debt 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
Observations 
39 
21 
141 
22 
38 
33 
53 
13 
12 
7 
104 
50 
54 
587 
% 
20.4 
4.3 
15.1 
6.6 
21.5 
19.7 
11.5 
22.8 
23.9 
0.0 
22.7 
19.3 
27.8 
18.1 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
TABLE 12(D)la 
Respondents Assessment of Which Factor is the MOST IMPORTANT 
WHEN BORROWING FINANCE 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
104 
50 
286 
34 
76 
90 
123 
23 
22 
12 
183 
99 
109 
1211 
Interest 
Rate 
% 
37.5 
26.0 
36.4 
50.0 
36.8 
38.9 
39.8 
39.1 
36.4 
25.0 
43.2 
46.5 
44.0 
39.5 
Amount 
Available 
% 
18.3 
28.0 
19.9 
8.8 
14.5 
11.1 
17.9 
8.7 
9.1 
25.0 
12.0 
12.1 
11.9 
15.7 
Period 
of Loan 
% 
4.8 
26.0 
13.6 
17.6 
11.8 
8.9 
8.9 
13.0 
9.1 
8.3 
13.1 
15.2 
8.3 
12.0 
Annual 
Investments 
% 
39.4 
20.0 
30.1 
23.5 
36.8 
41.1 
33.3 
39.1 
45.5 
41.7 
31.7 
26.3 
35.8 
32.9 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
w 
N 
. 
TABLE 12(D)2a 
Respondents Assessment of Which Factor is the 
LEAST UIPORTANT WHEN BORROWING FINANCE 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
Interest 
Rate 
% 
Amount 
Available 
% 
Period 
of Loan 
% 
Annual 
Instalments 
% 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 96 9.4 32.3 36.5 21.9 
Central Auckland 46 8.7 21.7 17.4 52.2 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 256 10.2 37.5 24.6 27.7 
East Coast 30 13.3 36.7 23.3 26.7 
Hawkes Bay 64 10.9 39.1 26.6 23.4 
Taranaki 77 11.7 37.7 28.6 22.1 
Wellington 115 11.3 34.8 21.7 32.2 
South Island 
Marlborough 21 19.0 33.3 28.6 19.0 
Nelson 21 9.5 57.1 19.0 14.3 
Westland 11 54.5 18.2 9.1 18.2 
Canterbury 167 10.2 41.9 26.3 21.6 
Otago 89 7.9 32.6 33.7 25.8 
Southland 102 5.9 30.4 33.3 30.4 
1095 
National Average 10.4 35.9 27.0 26.7 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
w 
w 
. 
134. 
TABLE 13(1A)la 
Whether Respondents are of the View that Over the Last 
Four Years There has been an UNDUE AGGREGATION OF LAND 
in New Zealand 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
Yes 
% 
No 
% 
Undecided 
% 
----------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 128 36.7 36.7 26.6 
Central Auckland 56 30.4 42.9 26.7 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 349 38.7 38.1 23.2 
East Coast 39 53.8 28.2 18.0 
Hawkes Bay 96 44.8 43.8 11.4 
Taranaki l12 45.5 29.5 25.0 
Wellington 158 43.7 35.4 20.9 
South Island 
Marlborough 27 29.6 55.6 14.8 
Nelson 25 48.0 24.0 28.0 
Westland 16 43.8 37.5 18.7 
Canterbury 222 43.2 37.4 19.4 
Otago 125 56.0 30.4 13.6 
Southland 128 50.8 23.4 25.8 
1481 
National Average 43.3 35.4 21.3 
----------------------------------------------------------------------
135. 
TABLE 13(lB)la 
Respondents Opinions as to the DESIRABILITY OF FARM 
ENLARGEMENT CONTINUING throughout New Zealand 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
130 
54 
350 
39 
97 
112 
162 
27 
26 
17 
221 
124 
128 
1487 
Undesirable 
Agriculture 
% 
45.4 
52.9 
49.4 
82.1 
61.9 
55.4 
53.7 
55.6 
57.7 
64.7 
53.4 
70.2 
64.1 
55.7 
Desirable 
Agriculture 
% 
28.5 
24.1 
22.9 
10.3 
18.6 
17.0 
20.4 
29.6 
15.4 
11.8 
24.9 
12.9 
16.4 
20.8 
Not 
Sure 
% 
26.1 
24.0 
27.7 
7.6 
19.5 
27.6 
25.9 
14.8 
26.9 
23.5 
21.7 
16.9 
19.5 
23.4 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------
136. 
TABLE 13(lC)la 
.Whether Respondents Would Advocate a REVIEW OF RESTRICTIONS 
on Purchasing Additional Land 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
Yes 
% 
No 
% 
Not Sure 
% 
--------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 130 41.5 39.2 19.3 
Central Auckland 56 50.0 37.5 12.5 
S01,lth Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 353 44.2 42.8 13.0 
E~st Coast 39 61.5 28.2 10.3 
H~wkes Bay 97 46.4 35.1 18.5 
Taranaki 112 50.0 33.0 17.0 
Wellington 161 40.4 44.1 15.5 
South Island 
Marlborough 27 40.7 40.7 18.6 
Nelson 26 42.3 19.2 38.5 
Westland 17 47.1 29.4 23.5 
Canterbury 222 48.2 37.8 14.0 
Otago 125 52.0 27.2 20.8 
Southland 129 48.1 31.8 20.1 
1494 
National Average 46.3 37.2 16 •. 5 
--------------------------------------------------------------------
137. 
TABLE 13(lD)la 
Whether Respondents Think There Is ANY RELATIONSHIP Between 
Long-Term Increase In the Average Size of Farms And the Decline Of 
Rural Jobs, Businesses And Population 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
Yes 
% 
No 
% 
Not Sure 
% 
--------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 129 57.4 28.7 13.9 
Central Auckland 56 53.6 37.5 8.9 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 351 56.7 30.2 13.1 
East Coast 38 68.4 18.4 13.2 
Hawkes Bay 97 66.0 25.8 8.2 
Taranaki 113 65.5 20.4 14.1 
Wellington 162 66.7 24.1 9.2 
South Island 
Marlborough 27 48.1 37.0 14.9 
Nelson 26 88.5 7.7 3.8 
Westland 17 52.9 29.4 17.7 
Canterbury 220 62.3 26.8 10.9 
Otago 125 73.6 21.6 4.8 
Southland 129 65.9 22.5 11.6 
1490 
National Average 62.7 26.2 11.1 
-----------------------------------------------------------------~--
TABLE 13(lE)la 
Respondents Opinions as to the Importance of the Reason "FARM PRICES TOO LOW" 
To Those Farmers Who Have Recently Enlarged Their Farms 
By Provincial Land District And Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important Neutral Unimportant 
% % % 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 113 10.6 18.6 37.2 33.6 
Central Auckland 45 13.3 22.2 26.7 37.8 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 316 7.0 17.7 39.2 36.1 
East Coast 38 31.6 15.8 21.1 31.5 
Hawkes Bay 83 13 .3 22.9 33.7 30.1 
Taranaki 104 13.5 14.4 33.7 38.4 
Wellington 150 22.7 24.0 21.3 32.0 
South Island 
Marlborough 24 20.8 25.0 29.2 25.0 
Nelson 24 12.5 16.7 32.3 37.5 
Westland 14 14.3 14.3 35.7 35.7 
Canterbury 203 16.7 20.2 32.5 30.6 
Otago 121 20.7 21.5 28.1 29.7 
Southland 117 20.5 20.5 31.6 27.4 
1352 
National Average 15.1 19.7 32.4 32.8 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
w 
CXl 
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TABLE 13(1E)2a 
Respondents Opinions as to the Importance of the Reason "FARM TOO SMALL" 
To Those Farmers Who Have Recently Enlarged Their Farms 
By Provincial Land District And Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral 
% 
Unimportant 
% 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 121 49.6 37.2 7.4 5.8 
Central Auckland 50 58.0 34.0 6.0 2.0 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 332 44.3 44.0 6.3 5.4 
East Coast 39 48.7 35.9 7.7 7.7 
Hawkes Bay 92 45.7 40.2 8.7 5.4 
Taranaki 107 35.5 43.0 14.0 7.5 
Wellington 155 47.7 38.7 8.4 5.2 
South Island 
Marlborough 25 44.0 48.0 4.0 4.0 
Nelson 24 50.0 33.3 4.2 12.5 
Westland 15 26.7 60.0 13.3 0 
Canterbury 211 45.0 42.2 9.0 3.8 
Otago 122 32.0 45.0 11.5 11.5 
Southland 120 33.3 55.9 5.8 5.0 
1413 
National Average 43.2 42.8 8.2 5.8 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
w 
\0 
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TABLE 12(lE)3a 
Respondents Opinions As To The Importance Of The Reason 
"NEED TO GET ESTABLISHED" To Those Farmers Who Recently Enlarged Their Farms 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important Neutral Unimportant 
% % % 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 122 28.8 39.3 18.0 13.9 
Central Auckland 52 25.0 57.7 13.5 3.8 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 335 20.6 49.0 20.3 10.1 
East Coast 38 26.3 52.6 10.5 10.6 
Hawkes Bay 90 30.0 54.4 11.1 4.5 
Taranaki 107 26.2 46.7 18.7 8.4 
Wellington 154 31.2 44.2 13.6 11.0 
South Island 
Marlborough 25 16.0 60.0 12.0 12.0 
Nelson 24 16.7 50.0 25.0 8.3 
Westland 15 20.0 46.7 26.7 6.6 
Canterbury 212 30.2 55.7 10.4 3.7 
Otago 123 30.1 52.8 8.9 8.1 
Southland 120 39.2 43.3 12.5 5.0 
1417 
National Average 27.3 49.3 15~0 8.3 
-------------------------~---------~-----------------------------------------------------
~ 
0 
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TABLE 13(lE)4a 
Respondents Opinions As To The Importance Of The Reason 
"TO CHANGE FARM TYPE" To Those Farmers Who 
Have Recently Enlarged Their Farms 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral 
% 
Unimportant 
% 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 118 11.0 36.4 28.0 24.6 
Central Auckland 47 8.5 31.9 40.4 19.2 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 329 4.9 27.1 35.6 32.4 
East Coast 38 7.9 28.9 39.5 23.7 
Hawkes Bay 86 4.7 25.6 38.4 31.3 
Taranaki 106 2.8 17.9 34.0 45.3 
Wellington 150 5.3 22.0 38.7 34.0 
South Island 
Marlborough 25 4.0 24.0 36.0 36.0 
Nelson 22 13.6 9.1 50.0 27.3 
l-lestland 14 0 21.4 28.6 50.0 
Canterbury 206 4.9 20.9 44.7 29.5 
Otago 123 2.4 17.1 41.5 39.0 
Southland 118 2.5 13.6 43.2 40.7 
1382 
5.1 23.4 38.3 33.2 
National Average 
-----------------------------------------------------------------~-----------------------
.p.. 
TABLE 13 ( IE) 5a 
Respondents Opinions As To The Importance Of The Reason 
"AS AN INVESTMENT" (Capital Gain) To Those Farmers 
Who Have Recently Enlarged Their Farms 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral Unimportant 
% % 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 120 24.2 35.8 21. 7 18.3 
Central Auckland 49 24.5 42.9 18.4 14.2 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 334 27.2 34.7 19.5 18.6 
East Coast 38 23.7 34.2 15.8 26.3 
Hawkes Bay 87 21.8 28.7 19.5 30.0 
Taranaki 108 26.9 33.3 18.5 21.3 
Wellington 152 19.7 30.9 23.7 25.7 
South Island 
Marlborough 25 24.0 20.0 20.0 36.0 
Nelson 23 13.0 39.1 21.7 26.2 
\vestland 15 20.0 53.3 20.0 6.7 
Canterbury 208 13.0 37.7 28.8 25.5 
Otago 123 21.2 30.1 22.0 26.8 
Southland 119 18.5 31.9 23.5 26.1 
1401 
National Average 21.8 33.3 21.9 23.0 
-----.-----.-------------.------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 13(lE)6a 
Respondents Opinions As To The Importance Of The Reason 
"TO DECREASE THE WORK LOAD" (By Expanding and Employing Labour, 
or By Changing Type Of Production) To Those Farmers 
Who Have Recently Enlarged Their Farms 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral 
% 
Unimportant 
% 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------~-----
North Island 
Northland 118 15.3 33.9 32.2 18.6 
Central Auckland 47 25.5 48.9 12.8 12.8 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 330 15.5 45.5 23.2 15.8 
East Coast 38 13.2 18.4 39.5 28.9 
Hawkes Bay 87 8.0 40.2 24.2 27.6 
Taranaki 106 15.1 41.5 24.5 18.9 
Wellington 151 13 .9 33.1 29.2 23.8 
South Island 
Marlborough 25 12.0 52.0 12.0 24.0 
Nelson 24 8.3 33.4 25.0 33.3 
Westland 14 7.1 28.6 21.4 42.9 
Canterbury 206 8.3 30.6 32.5 28.6 
Otago 122 9.0 24.6 27.9 38.5 
Southland 119 6.7 19.3 41.2 32.8 
1387 
National Average 12 .5 35.3 28.0 24.2 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 13(lE)7a 
Respondents Opinions As To The Importance Of The Reason 
"OPPORTUNITY AROSE" To Those Farmers Who 
Have Recently Enlarged Their Farms 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral 
% 
Unimportant 
% 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 119 21.8 57.1 18.5 2.6 
Central Auckland 50 20.0 46.0 32.0 2.0 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 331 26.6 49.5 16.9 6.9 
East Coast 38 21.1 47.4 18.4 13.1 
Hawkes Bay 87 21.8 54.0 19.5 4.7 
Taranaki 107 24.3 57.0 14.0 4.7 
Wellington 153 23.5 51.6 15.7 9.2 
South Island 
Marlborough 25 28.0 36.0 32.0 4.0 
Nelson 23 21.7 43.5 30.4 4.4 
Westland 14 21.4 50.0 21.4 7.2 
Canterbury 206 23.3 57.9 17 .5 6.3 
Otago 122 10.7 60.7 17.2 11.4 
Southland 120 18.3 51.7 21.7 8.3 
1395 
National Average 22.3 52.4 18.5 6.8 
---------------------------------------~-------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 13(lE)8a 
Respondents Opinion As To The Importance Of The Reason 
"TO GAIN FROM ECONOMIES OF SIZE" To Those Farmers Who 
Have Recently Enlarged Their Farms 
By Provincial Land District and overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
Very 
Important 
% 
Important 
% 
Neutral Unimportant 
% % 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 122 33.6 45.1 12.3 9.0 
Central Auckland 48 25.0 43.8 18.8 12.4 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 331 26.6 50.5 14.8 8.1 
East Coast 38 18.4 44.7 23.7 13.2 
Hawkes Bay 29.5 48.9 15.9 5.7 
Taranaki 104 27.9 43.3 16.3 12.5 
Wellington 154 32.5 48.7 11.0 7.8 
South Island 
Marlborough 25 32.0 48.0 12.0 8.0 
Nelson 24 16.7 54.2 25.0 4.1 
Westland 14 7.1 64.3 14.3 14.3 
Canterbury 211 30.3 48.3 16.1 5.3 
Otago 122 23.8 51.6 12.3 12.3 
Southland 121 23.1 54.5 14.0 8.4 
1402 
National Average 27.5 49.1 14.8 8.6 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
..,.. 
V1 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
TABLE 13(lE)9a 
Respondents Opinions As To The Importance Of The Reason 
"TO INCREASE NET PROFIT" to Those Farmers Who 
Have Recently Enlarged Their Farms 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
121 
49 
332 
38 
89 
106 
153 
25 
23 
14 
209 
122 
121 
1402 
Very 
Important 
% 
37.2 
34.7 
27.4 
28.9 
36.0 
35.8 
34.0 
28.0 
34.8 
35.7 
32.1 
30.3 
25.6 
Important 
% 
41.3 
46.9 
46.4 
55.3 
47.2 
38.7 
39.2 
48.0 
39.1 
28.6 
45.9 
46.7 
52.9 
Neutral 
% 
14.9 
8.2 
15.7 
10.5 
12.4 
20.8 
15.7 
12.0 
21.7 
7.1 
14.8 
13.9 
17.4 
National Average 31.5 45.1 15.2 
Unimportant 
% 
0.6 
10.2 
10.5 
5.3 
4.4 
4.7 
11.1 
12.0 
4.4 
28.6 
7.2 
9.1 
4.1 
8.2 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 13(lE)10a 
Respondents Opinions as To The Importance Of The Reason 
"AMBITION OR CHALLENGE" To Those Farmers Who 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
Have Recently Enlarged Their Farms 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No of valid 
Observations 
122 
47 
330 
39 
88 
108 
153 
25 
23 
15 
210 
122 
119 
1401 
Very 
Important 
% 
28.7 
29.8 
24.5 
20.5 
18.2 
26.9 
25.5 
280 
13.0 
20.0 
27.6 
20.5 
22.7 
24.6 
Important Neutral Unimportant 
% % % 
36.1 21.3 13.9 
42.6 17.0 10.6 
47.0 18.5 10.0 
46.2 23.0 10.3 
53.4 19.3 9.1 
46.3 16.6 10.2 
39.9 22.9 11.8 
48.0 12.0 12.0 
43.5 34.8 8.7 
40.0 33.3 6.7 
42.4 20.5 9.5 
42.6 22.1 14.8 
40.3 20.2 16.8 
43.7 20.3 11.4 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
.j::-
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TABLE 13(lF)la 
Whether Respondents Anticipate a "NEED TO ENLARGE" Their 
Farms In The Near Future 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid Yes 
% 
No 
% 
Not Sure 
% 
----------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 127 24.4 61.4 14.2 
Central Auckland 53 24.5 60.4 15.1 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 350 25.7 61.4 12.9 
East Coast 39 15.4 61.5 23.1 
Hawkes Bay 96 33.3 53.1 13 .6 
Taranaki 112 23.2 62.5 14.3 
Wellington 162 30.2 57.4 12.4 
South Island 
Marlborough 26 42.3 46.2 11.5 
Nelson 26 U.S 80.8 7.7 
Westland 17 23.5 76.5 0 
Canterbury 219 26.5 59.4 14.1 
Otago 125 25.6 64.0 10.4 
Southland 125 24.8 64.8 10.4 
1477 
National Average 26.2 60.9 12.9 
------------------------------------------------------------------~---
TABLE 13(lG)la 
HOST IMPORTANT REASON For Those Respondents' Antipating a Need 
TO ENLARGE Their Farms In The Near Future 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 
observations % % % % % % % % % % % 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 28 0.0 39.3 21.4 0.0 0.0 14.3 0.0 17.9 0.0 3.6 3.6 
Central Auckland 12 0.0 41.7 16.7 0.0 8.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.7 16.7 0.0 
South Auckland/ .t:>-\0 
Bay of Plenty 86 3.5 29.1 24.4 3.5 3.5 10.5 5.8 12.8 0.0 7.0 0.0 
East Coast 6 0.0 50.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Hawkes Bay 30 3.3 40.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 3.3 6.7 3.3 3.3 6.7 0.0 
Taranaki 26 15.4 23.1 19.2 0.0 7.7 19.2 0.0 11.5 3.8 0.0 0.0 
Wellington 48 10.4 33.3 22.9 2.1 2.1 6.3 4.2 12.5 2.1 2.1 2.1 
South Island 
Marlborough 10 10.0 30.0 0.0 10.1 0.0 10.0 0.0 20.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 
Nelson 3 33.3 66.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Westland 4 0.0 0.0 50.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 0.0 25.0 0.0 
Canterbury 54 1.9 27.8 38.9 1.9 0.0 1.9 5.6 7.4 7.4 5.6 1.9 
Otago 30 10.0 33.3 16.7 0.0 6.7 3.3 0.0 13.3 3.3 13.3 0.0 
Southland 30 3.3 26.7 40.0 3.3 0.0 6.7 0.0 3.3 3.3 10.0 3.3 
367 
National Average 5.4 31.6 26.4 1.9 2.5 7.4 3.3 10.6 3.3 6.5 1.1 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
See TABLE 13(lG)lb 
TABLE 13( 1H) 1a 
Degree To Which Respondents Spouses Are Involved In Farm Management 
Decision Making and Farm Budgeting 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
No 
Spouse 
% 
Always 
Involved 
% 
Sometimes 
Involved 
% 
Seldom 
Involved 
% 
Never 
Involved 
% 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 130 9.2 53.8 17.8, 14.6 4.6 
Central Auckland 56 12.5 51.8 19.6 l2.5 3.6 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 353 4.5 49.3 25.8 11.3 9.1 
East Coast 39 l2.8 33.3 33.3 5.1 15.5 
Hawkes Bay 96 4.2 52.1 28.1 7.3 8.3 
Taranaki 115 5.2 50.4 20.0 12.2 12.2 
Wellington 163 4.9 46.6 27.0 14.1 7.4 
South Island 
Marlborough 27 7.4 59.3 29.6 3.7 0 
Nelson 25 0 56.0 28.0 8.0 8.0 
Westland 17 23.5 41.2 23.5 0 11.8 
Canterbury 217 6.0 44.7 25.8 16.6 6.9 
Otago 126 7.1 41.3 32.5 13 .5 5.6 
Southland 128 9.4 48.4 27.5 10.8 3.9 
1492 
National Average 6.6 48.1 25.7 12.2 7.4 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 13(2A)la 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the SHORT TERM (Next Year) 
Market Prospect of SHEEP MEAT 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
106 
47 
295 
32 
86 
96 
142 
25 
24 
16 
204 
113 
119 
1305 
Optimistic 
% 
17.9 
12.8 
14.2 
18.8 
12 .8 
20.8 
10.6 
24.0 
12.5 
18.8 
14.7 
15.0 
9.2 
14.5 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
39.6 
44.7 
40.7 
40.6 
32.6 
44.8 
45.8 
24.0 
41.7 
43.8 
29.9 
45.1 
26.9 
38.2 
Pessimistic 
% 
42.5 
42.5 
45.1 
40.6 
54.6 
34.4 
43.6 
52.0 
45.8 
37.4 
55.4 
39.9 
63.9 
47.3 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
VI 
TABLE 13 (2A) 1 b 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the MEDIUM TERM (1-3 years) 
Market Prospects of SHEEP ~mAT 
North Island 
Nort~1 Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
106 
45 
300 
36 
89 
95 
138 
24 
23 
17 
197 
112 
117 
1299 
Optimistic 
% 
26.4 
13.3 
17.7 
22.2 
28.1 
30.5 
21.7 
25.0 
13.0 
23.5 
18.8 
33.0 
12.8 
21.6 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
50.9 
51.1 
51.0 
55.6 
42.7 
44.2 
44.9 
45.8 
47.8 
64.7 
40.6 
46.4 
47.0 
47.1 
Pessimistic 
% 
22.7 
35.6 
31.3 
22.2 
29.2 
25.3 
33.4 
29.2 
39.2 
11.8 
40.6 
20.6 
40.2 
31.3 
VI 
N 
TABLE 13(2A)lc 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the LONG TERM (3-10 years) 
Market Prospect of SHEEP MEAT 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
107 
46 
297 
31 
90 
99 
150 
24 
23 
16 
205 
116 
116 
1320 
Optimistic 
% 
36.4 
30.4 
32.3 
41.9 
55.6 
34.3 
37.3 
50.0 
30.4 
18.8 
35.1 
53.4 
35.3 
37.8 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
35.6 
41.3 
39.1 
38.7 
24.4 
39.4 
30.7 
16.7 
30.4 
62.5 
33.7 
25.0 
32.8 
34.0 
Pessimistic 
% 
28.0 
28.3 
28.6 
19.4 
20.0 
26.3 
32.0 
33.3 
39.2 
18.7 
31.2 
21.6 
31.9 
28.2 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 13(2A)2a 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the SHORT TERM (Next Year) 
Market Prospect of BEEF 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
110 
48 
291 
31 
86 
95 
143 
25 
24 
16 
194 
III 
ll5 
1289 
Optimistic 
% 
55.5 
54.2 
45.4 
48.4 
48.8 
48.4 
53.1 
52.0 
41.7 
68.8 
43.3 
48.6 
47.0 
48.4 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
38.2 
39.6 
49.1 
48.4 
43.0 
42.1 
39.2 
38.0 
45.8 
25.0 
47.9 
44.1 
43.5 
43.9 
Pessimistic 
% 
6.3 
6.2 
5.5 
3.2 
8.2 
9.5 
7.7 
20.0 
12.5 
6.2 
8.8 
7.3 
9.5 
7.7 
------~---------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 13(2A)2b 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the MEDIUM TERM (1-3 years) 
Market Prospects of BEEF 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
109 
47 
307 
36 
88 
97 
144 
24 
24 
17 
192 
109 
113 
1307 
Optimistic 
% 
42.2 
36.2 
31.6 
33.3 
47.7 
32.0 
41.7 
29.2 
8.3 
58.8 
31.3 
39.4 
32.7 
35.5 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
48.6 
59.6 
59.9 
61.1 
43.2 
57.7 
46.5 
58.3 
66.7 
35.3 
57.8 
51.4 
46.9 
53.9 
Pessimistic 
% 
9.2 
4.2 
8.5 
5.6 
9.1 
10.3 
11.8 
12 .5 
25.0 
5.8 
10.9 
9.2 
20.4 
10.6 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 13(2A)2c 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the LONG TERM (3-10 years) 
Market Prospects of BEEF 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
110 
45 
297 
31 
91 
101 
148 
25 
23 
16 
196 
114 
112 
1309 
Optimistic 
% 
39.1 
33.3 
33.0 
38.7 
54.9 
28.7 
35.1 
32.0 
34.8 
31.3 
29.6 
36.8 
26.8 
34.3 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
47.3 
57.8 
54.2 
54.8 
33.0 
52.5 
48.0 
48.0 
47.8 
56.3 
53.6 
55.3 
50.9 
51.0 
Pessimistic 
% 
13.6 
8.9 
12.8 
6.5 
12.1 
18.8 
16.9 
20.0 
17.4 
12.4 
16.8 
7.9 
22.3 
14.7 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
VI 
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TABLE 13(2A)3a 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the SHORT TERM (next year) 
Market Prospects of WOOL 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
107 
47 
291 
33 
85 
92 
140 
25 
23 
16 
200 
111 
118 
1288 
Optimistic 
% 
35.5 
36.2 
31.3 
48.5 
55.3 
40.2 
44.3 
52.0 
52.2 
50.0 
40.5 
52.3 
45.8 
41.4 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
52.3 
63.8 
59.8 
51.5 
43.5 
53.3 
47.9 
40.0 
53.5 
43.8 
53.0 
40.5 
47.5 
51.6 
Pessimistic 
% 
12.2 
0 
8.9 
0 
1.2 
6.5 
7.8 
8.0 
4.3 
6.2 
6.5 
7.2 
6.7 
7.0 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
V1 
" 
TABLE 13(2A)3b 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the MEDIUM TERM (1-3 years) 
Market Prospects of WOOL 
North Island 
North Island 
Cent",al Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
104 
44 
295 
34 
88 
95 
140 
24 
24 
17 
197 
III 
118 
1291 
Optimistic 
% 
42.3 
38.6 
36.3 
55.9 
60.2 
40.0 
47.9 
50.0 
50.0 
47.1 
49.2 
59.5 
45.8 
46.0 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
51.0 
61.4 
56.9 
41.2 
37.5 
51.6 
44.3 
41.7 
41.7 
47.1 
46.7 
36.9 
49.2 
48.4 
Pessimistic 
% 
6.7 
0 
6.8 
2.9 
2.3 
8.4 
7.8 
8.3 
8.3 
5.8 
4.1 
3.6 
5.0 
5.6 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 13(2A)3c 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the LONG TERM (3-10 years) 
Market Prospects of WOOL 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
106 
47 
300 
32 
89 
101 
151 
25 
23 
15 
205 
119 
116 
1329 
Optimistic 
% 
50.9 
46.8 
42.3 
56.3 
62.9 
42.6 
52.3 
56.0 
65.2 
33.3 
54.6 
59.7 
50.9 
50.8 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
39.6 
51.1 
50.0 
40.6 
33.7 
44.6 
40.4 
40.0 
30.4 
60.0 
40.5 
34.5 
44.0 
42.6 
Pessimistic 
% 
9.5 
2.1 
7.7 
3.1 
3.4 
12.8 
7.3 
4.0 
4.4 
6.7 
4.9 
5.8 
5.1 
6.6 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 13(2A)4a 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the SHORT TERM (next year) 
Market Prospects of DAIRY PRODUCE 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Ives tland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
105 
49 
302 
29 
78 
94 
138 
26 
25 
16 
184 
104 
III 
1261 
Optimistic 
% 
20.0 
16.3 
19.9 
27.6 
19.2 
16.0 
16.7 
23.1 
4.0 
18.8 
11.4 
18.3 
11.7 
16.9 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
50.5 
65.3 
49.3 
41.4 
48.7 
45.7 
48.6 
42.3 
36.0 
50.0 
52.7 
48.1 
52.3 
49.7 
Pessimistic 
% 
29.5 
18.4 
30.8 
31.0 
32.1 
38.3 
34.7 
34.6 
60.0 
31.2 
35.9 
33.6 
36.0 
33.4 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
0\ 
0 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
TABLE 13(2A)4b 
Respondents Opinions Regarding MEDIUM TERM (1-3 years) 
Market Prospects of DAIRY PRODUCE 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
107 
48 
306 
32 
79 
97 
137 
25 
23 
16 
181 
103 
110 
1264 
Optimistic 
% 
16.8 
22.9 
18.6 
21.9 
20.3 
24.7 
18.2 
12.0 
0 
18.8 
10.5 
11.7 
7.3 
16.1 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
53.3 
54.2 
54.6 
34.4 
39.2 
50.5 
46.7 
40.0 
34.8 
43.8 
39.8 
49.5 
53.6 
48.4 
Pessimistic 
% 
29.9 
22.9 
26.8 
43.7 
40.5 
24.8 
35.1 
48.0 
65.2 
37.4 
49.7 
38.8 
39.1 
35.5 
--~---------------------------------------~---------------------------------------------
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TABLE 13(2A)4c 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the LONG TERM (3-10 years) 
Market Prospects of DAIRY PRODUCE 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
109 
47 
310 
31 
82 
102 
136 
26 
23 
16 
185 
107 
108 
1282 
Optimistic 
% 
34.9 
38.3 
39.0 
25.8 
26.8 
36.3 
27.2 
23.1 
8.7 
31.2 
15.7 
16.8 
10.2 
27.5 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
42.2 
36.2 
37.1 
32.3 
28.0 
43.1 
36.8 
30.8 
39.1 
18.8 
34.6 
42.1 
47.2 
37.8 
Pessimistic 
% 
22.9 
25.5 
23.9 
41.9 
45.2 
20.6 
36.0 
46.1 
52.2 
50.0 
49.7 
41.1 
42.6 
34.7 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
0\ 
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TABLE 13(2A)5a 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the SHORT TERM (next year) 
Market Prospects of HORTICULTURAL PRODUCE 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
102 
49 
286 
30 
79 
91 
132 
25 
23 
14 
187 
102 
110 
1230 
Optimistic 
% 
58.8 
57.2 
50.3 
60.0 
69.6 
59.3 
52.3 
48.0 
60.9 
64.3 
49.2 
55.9 
53.6 
54.6 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
36.3 
36.7 
44.8 
40.0 
27.9 
35.2 
41.6 
52.0 
34.8 
31.4 
41.2 
38.2 
38.2 
39.5 
Pessimistic 
% 
4.9 
6.1 
4.9 
0 
2.5 
5.5 
6.1 
0 
6.3 
14.3 
9.6 
5.9 
8.2 
5.9 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
0\ 
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TABLE 13(2A)5b 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the MEDIUM TERM (1-3 years) 
Market Prospect of HORTICULTURAL PRODUCE 
North Island 
North Island 
Central A1..lckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
103 
45 
288 
33 
80 
93 
133 
24 
23 
14 
183 
103 
III 
1233 
Optimistic 
% 
42.7 
37.8 
36.5 
51.5 
61.3 
53.8 
48.9 
37.5 
34.8 
64.3 
39.9 
58.3 
46.8 
45.3 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
51.5 
55.5 
54.1 
42.4 
32.4 
37.6 
44.3 
50.0 
52.2 
21.4 
50.8 
35.9 
41.5 
46.3 
Pessimistic 
% 
5.8 
6.7 
9.4 
6.1 
6.3 
8.6 
6.8 
12.5 
13.0 
14.3 
9.3 
5.8 
11.7 
8.4 
---------------------~~-------------~-----------~-----~---~----------~----------~-------
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TABLE 13(2A)5c 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the LONG TERM (3-10 years) 
Market of Prospects of HORTICULTURAL PRODUCE 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
104 
45 
296 
31 
83 
99 
142 
25 
23 
14 
190 
108 
109 
1269 
Optimistic 
% 
37.5 
35.6 
36.8 
41.9 
54.2 
.46.5 
47.9 
36.0 
30.4 
57.1 
48.4 
51.9 
43.1 
43.8 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
45.2 
53.3 
44.3 
48.4 
33.7 
42.4 
38.7 
40.0 
43.5 
28.6 
35.3 
34.3 
38.5 
40.3 
Pessimistic 
% 
17.3 
11.1 
18.9 
9.7 
12.1 
ll.l 
13.4 
24.0 
26.1 
14.3 
16.3 
13.8 
18.4 
15.9 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
0\ 
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TABLE 13(2A)6a 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the SHORT TERM (next year) 
Market Prospects of DEER INDUSTRY PRODUCTS 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South IslaQ.d 
Harlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
103 
45 
284 
32 
·84 
92 
129 
25 
23 
15 
186 
104 
113 
1235 
Optimistic 
% 
52.4 
42.2 
48.6 
50.0 
63.1 
53.3 
51.9 
72.0 
78.3 
60.0 
51.6 
45.2 
49.6 
51.9 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
40.8 
42.2 
43.7 
43.8 
33.3 
38.0 
41.1 
24.0 
13.0 
33.3 
36.6 
43.3 
35.4 
39.0 
Pessimistic 
% 
6.8 
15.6 
7.7 
6.2 
3.6 
8.7 
7.0 
4.0 
8.7 
6.7 
11.8 
11.5 
15.0 
9.1 
--------------~~---~---~----------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 13(2A)6b 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the MEDIUM TERM (1-3 years) 
Market Prospect of DEER INDUSTRY PRODUCTS 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
103 
46 
285 
35 
81 
92 
134 
24 
23 
15 
185 
108 
III 
1242 
Optimistic 
% 
45.6 
29.1 
38.9 
28.6 
49.4 
44.6 
34.3 
50.0 
52.2 
46.7 
38.9 
33.3 
36.0 
39.6 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
48.5 
50.0 
50.5 
62.9 
42.0 
46.7 
55.2 
45.8 
39.1 
40.0 
47.0 
48.2 
50.5 
49.2 
Pessimistic 
% 
5.9 
10.9 
10.6 
8.5 
8.6 
8.7 
10.5 
4.2 
8.7 
13.3 
14.1 
18.5 
13.5 
11.2 
-------------------------------------------~--------------------------------------------
0\ 
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TABLE 13(2A)6c 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the LONG TERM (3-10 years) 
Market Prospects of DEER INDUSTRY PRODUCTS 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
104 
42 
289 
31 
84 
95 
136 
25 
23 
15 
187 
104 
112 
1247 
Optimistic 
% 
39.4 
21.4 
36.3 
25.8 
34.5 
33.7 
28.7 
40.0 
21.7 
26.7 
36.4 
25.0 
29.5 
32.8 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
47.1 
61.9 
47.1 
51.6 
40.5 
44.2 
44.1 
48.0 
39.1 
26.7 
41.2 
46.2 
44.6 
45.1 
Pessimistic 
% 
13 .5 
16.7 
16.6 
22.6 
25.0 
22.1 
27.2 
12.0 
39.2 
46.6 
22.4 
28.8 
25.9 
22.1 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
0\ 
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TABLE 13(2A)7a 
Respondents Opinion Regarding the SHORT TERM (next year) 
Market Prospects of GOAT INDUSTRY PRODUCTS 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
102 
46 
282 
31 
82 
93 
129 
25 
23 
13 
181 
102 
106 
1215 
Optimistic 
% 
20.6 
41.3 
31.9 
54.8 
58.5 
45.2 
45.0 
48.0 
52.2 
46.2 
39.2 
36.3 
44.3 
39.5 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
29.4 
37.3 
35.5 
29.0 
36.6 
31.2 
42.6 
36.0 
30.4 
23.1 
41.4 
45.1 
32.1 
36.5 
Pessimistic 
% 
50.0 
21.7 
32.6 
16.2 
4.9 
23.6 
12.4 
16.0 
17.4 
30.7 
19.4 
18.6 
23.6 
24.0 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
0\ 
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TABLE 13(2A)7b 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the MEDIUM TERM (1-3 years) 
Market Prospect of GOAT INDUSTRY PRODUCTS 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
102 
45 
284 
34 
80 
90 
131 
24 
23 
13 
180 
102 
104 
1212 
Optimistic 
% 
25.5 
31.1 
29.2 
44.1 
52.5 
32.2 
43.5 
33.3 
43.5 
30.8 
36.1 
37.3 
31.7 
35.0 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
42.2 
51.1 
43.7 
38.2 
42.5 
45.6 
41.2 
54.2 
39.1 
38.5 
45.6 
44.1 
45.2 
44.0 
Pessimistic 
% 
32.3 
17.8 
27.1 
17.7 
5.0 
22.2 
15.3 
12.5 
17.4 
30.7 
18.3 
18.6 
23.1 
21.0 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 13(2A)7c 
Respondents Opinions Regarding the LONG TERM (3-10 years) 
Market Prospect of GOAT INDUSTRY PRODUCTS 
North Island 
North Island 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
103 
45 
289 
30 
83 
95 
135 
25 
23 
13 
184 
103 
102 
1230 
Optimistic 
% 
31.1 
31.1 
34.6 
40.0 
41.0 
31.6 
40.7 
32.0 
43.5 
23.1 
35.9 
33.0 
28.4 
34.7 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
38.8 
53.3 
40.1 
33.3 
42.2 
43.2 
37.0 
56.0 
34.8 
23.1 
41.3 
43.7 
45.1 
41.3 
Pessimistic 
% 
30.1 
15.6 
25.3 
26.7 
16.8 
25.2 
22.3 
12.0 
21.7 
53.8 
22.8 
23.3 
26.5 
24.0 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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TABLE 13(2A)8a 
Farmer Opinion on Future Market. Prospects 
for Agricultural Produce 
Short Term 
Sheep Meat 
Beef 
Wool 
Dairy Produce 
Horticultural Produce 
Deer Industry Produce 
Goat Industry Produce 
Medium Term 
Sheep Meat 
Beef 
Wool 
Dairy Produce 
Horticultural Produce 
Deer Industry Produce 
Goat Industry Produce 
Long Term 
Sheep Meat 
Beef 
Wool 
Dairy Produce 
Horticultural Produce 
Deer Industry Produce 
Goat Industry Produce 
Optimistic 
% 
14.5 
48.4 
41.4. 
16.9 
54.6 
51.9 
39.5 
21.6 
35.5 
46.0 
16.1 
45.3 
39.6 
35.0 
37.8 
34.3 
50.8 
27.5 
43.8 
32.8 
34.7 
Reasonably 
Satisfied 
% 
38.2 
43.9 
51.6 
49.7 
39.5 
39.0 
36.5 
47.1 
53.9 
48.4 
48.4 
46.3 
49.2 
44.0 
34.0 
51.0 
42.6 
37.8 
40.3 
45.1 
41.3 
Pessimistic 
% 
47.3 
7.7 
7.0 
33.4 
5.9 
9.1 
24.0 
31.3 
10.6 
5.6 
35.5 
8.4 
11.2 
21.0 
28.2 
14.7 
6.6 
34.7 
15.9 
22.1 
24.0 
173. 
TABLE 13(3A)la 
Whether Respondents Have Made PLANS FOR RETIRE~lliNT 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
126 
54 
348 
39 
95 
112 
162 
27 
26 
16 
218 
124 
128 
1475 
Yes 
% 
38.9 
46.3 
29.6 
23.1 
38.9 
33.9 
27.8 
33.3 
23.1 
25.0 
35.3 
25.8 
25.0 
31.6 
No 
% 
61.1 
53.7 
70.4 
76.9 
61.1 
66.1 
72.2 
66.7 
76.9 
75.0 
64.7 
74.2 
75.0 
68.4 
TABLE 13(3B)la 
Age Respondents Regard as Most Suitable for a 
Farmer to RETIRE from Active Farming 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
Before 
50 
% 
50-54 
% 
55-59 
% 
60-64 
% 
65 Or Over 
% 
-------------------,----------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 122 11.5 13.1 26.2 30.3 18.9 
Central Auckland 52 ll.5 15.4 32.7 19.2 21.2 
South Auck1and/ 
Bay of Plenty 335 12 .5 14.6 27.5 27.8 17.6 
East Coast 38 7.9 10.5 28.9 36.8 15.9 
Hawkes Bay 90 6.7 16.7 22.2 37.8 16.6 
Taranaki 107 12.1 20.6 29.0 29.0 9.3 
Wellington 157 3.2 7.6 26.8 35.7 26.7 
South Island 
Marlborough 25 8.0 16.0 28.0 24.0 24.0 
Nelson 26 7.7 23.1 23.1 30.8 15.3 
Westland 17 17.6 0 29.4 29.4 23.6 
Canterbury 214 3.3 7.0 24.8 50.5 14.4 
Otago 124 0 12.9 33.1 43.5 10.5 
Southland 125 7.2 15.2 33.6 30.4 13.6 
1432 
National Average 7.8 13.0 27.9 34.5 16.8 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------~--------------
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TABLE 13(3C)la 
What Respondents Expect To HAPPEN TO THEIR FARM BUSINESSES 
When They Retire 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
122 
51 
340 
38 
96 
112 
159 
26 
26 
15 
214 
123 
126 
1448 
*1 
% 
25.4 
13.7 
18.2 
15.8 
9.4 
16.1 
13.8 
26.9 
19.2 
20.0 
11.7 
17.1 
17 .5 
16.4 
2 
% 
33.6 
33.3 
38.5 
42.1 
53.1 
40.2 
52.8 
53.8 
46.2 
40.0 
62.6 
65.0 
57.9 
48.6 
3 
% 
23.8 
25.5 
24.4 
l3.2 
22.9 
27.7 
21.4 
11.5 
23.1 
13 .3 
17 .3 
13 .8 
12.7 
20.6 
4 
% 
9.8 
15.7 
14.4 
10.5 
8.3 
11.6 
5.7 
0 
3.8 
20.0 
2.3 
0.8 
1.6 
7.9 
5 
% 
7.4 
11.8 
4.5 
18.4 
6.3 
4.4 
6.3 
7.8 
7.7 
6.7 
6.1 
3.3 
10.3 
6.4 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
* J Farm Sold and Proceeds Ta~en Out. *4 Retain Ownership, Farm 
*2 Sell an Interest in the Farm Business Run By Non-Family 
*3 Retain Ownership, Farm Run By Family *5 Other 
-...J 
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TABLE 13(3D)la 
Respondents PLANS FOR WHEN RETIRED From Active farming 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Cahterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
Observations 
126 
537 
350 
40 
95 
109 
162 
27 
26 
16 
220 
125 
127 
1476 
*1 
% 
46.8 
54.7 
52.0 
27.5 
58.9 
43.1 
46.3 
48.1 
42.3 
43.8 
69.5 
48.0 
31.5 
47.6 
2 
% 
24.6 
11.3 
13.1 
20.0 
14.7 
9.2 
16.0 
25.9 
11.5 
6.3 
11.4 
12.8 
24.4 
15.2 
3 
% 
10.3 
15.1 
12.3 
7.5 
12.6 
28.4 
16.0 
11.1 
15.4 
12 .5 
17.7 
15.2 
16.5 
14.5 
4 
% 
18.3 
18.9 
22.6 
35.0 
l3.8 
21.7 
14.9 
30.8 
37.4 
21.4 
24.0 
27.6 
22.7 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------
* I Retain Some Managerial Partieipation 
*2 Take up some Alternative Occupation 
*3 Devote Your Time Leisure Pursuits 
*4 Have No Plans 
-...J 
0\ 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
Observations 
126 
56 
343 
39 
96 
109 
156 
26 
24 
17 
218 
121 
128 
1459 
TABLE 13(4A)la 
Respondents SOURCE FOR KNOWLEDGE of New 
Research Findings In Agriculture 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
TV, Radio 
Papers etc 
% 
62.7 
62.5 
67.6 
69.2 
60.4 
69.7 
73.1 
69.2 
62.5 
88.2 
70.2 
68.6 
73.4 
68.5 
Veterinary 
Clubs 
% 
4.0 
3.6 
4.7 
5.1 
9.4 
3.7 
3.8 
ll.5 
8.3 
0 
1.4 
2.5 
4.7 
4.2 
Stock & 
Station 
Agents 
% 
2.4 
1.8 
2.0 
5.1 
3.1 
3.7 
1.9 
7.7 
4.2 
5.9 
4.1 
5.8 
3.9 
3.3 
Local 
M.A.F 
Office 
% 
23.0 
14.2 
13.8 
12.9 
21.9 
16.4 
10.3 
3.9 
12.5 
0 
10.5 
10.7 
7.8 
13 .3 
Company 
Representatives 
% 
0.8 
3.6 
2.3 
5.1 
0 
2.8 
2.6 
0 
0 
0 
2.3 
1.7 
0.8 
1.9 
Other 
% 
7.1 
14.3 
9.6 
2.6 
5.2 
3.7 
8.3 
7.7 
12.5 
5.9 
ll.5 
10.7 
9.4 
8.8 
...... 
...... 
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TABLE 13 ( 4B) 1a 
What Respondents Would do if Some NEW RESEARCH FINDING 
Come Out That They Thought Might Improve 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
Some Aspect of Their Farm's Production 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
128 
55 
347 
39 
96 
112 
162 
27 
25 
17 
219 
122 
125 
1474 
*1 
% 
53.1 
65.5 
52.4 
53.8 
50.0 
54.5 
47.5 
70.4 
52.0 
47.1 
55.7 
50.8 
52.0 
53.1 
*2 
% 
10.2 
7.3 
11.0 
5.2 
11.5 
13.4 
13.0 
3.7 
4.0 
5.9 
18.3 
16.4 
17.6 
12.8 
*3 
% 
35.2 
27.2 
36.0 
41.0 
38.5 
31.3 
38.9 
25.9 
40.0 
35.3 
25.1 
31.1 
30.4 
33.2 
*4 
% 
1.5 
0 
0.6 
0 
0 
0.8 
0.6 
0 
4.0 
11.7 
0.9 
1.7 
0 
0.9 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
*1 Apply it Immediately 
*2 Wait Until Neighbour Has Tested It 
*3 Wait Until It Has Been Tested By Farming Community at Large 
*4 Ignore It 
-..J 
00 
179. 
TABLE 13 (4C) la 
Whether Respondents OWN A VIDEO Cassette Recorder 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
129 
56 
353 
40 
97 
114 
164 
27 
26 
17 
222 
127 
129 
1501 
Yes 
% 
11.6 
7.1 
10.8 
10.0 
8.2 
13.2 
7.3 
7.4 
15.4 
0 
7.7 
5.5 
10.9 
9.3 
No 
% 
88.4 
92.9 
89.2 
90.0 
91.8 
86.8 
92.7 
92.6 
84.6 
100.0 
92.3 
94.5 
89.1 
90.7 
180. 
TABLE 13(4C)2a 
Whether Respondents Presently Without Video Cassetter Recorders 
Are PLANNING TO PURCHASE One Within The Next Three Years 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
128 
55 
349 
40 
96 
113 
159 
24 
25 
17 
217 
126 
129 
1478 
Yes 
% 
14.1 
12.7 
13.8 
10.0 
12.5 
8.0 
12.6 
25.0 
12.0 
11.8 
13.8 
17.5 
14.0 
13 .5 
No 
% 
85.9 
87.3 
86.2 
90.0 
87.5 
92.0 
87.4 
7?O 
88.0 
88.2 
86.2 
82.5 
86.0 
86.5 
18 I . 
TABLE 13(4C)3a 
Whether Respondents Plan To USE THE VIDEO CAS SETTER RECORDER 
To Increase Their Farming Knowledge and Efficiency 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
114 
45 
303 
36 
80 
91 
132 
22 
21 
15 
190 
107 
112 
1268 
Yes 
% 
20.2 
22.2 
19.5 
2.8 
15.0 
15.4 
19.7 
22.7 
19.0 
13.3 
18.9 
19.6 
20.5 
18.6 
No 
% 
79.8 
77 .8 
80.5 
97.2 
85.0 
84.6 
80.3 
77 .3 
81.0 
86.7 
81.1 
80.4 
79.5 
81.4 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
TABLE l3(5) 1a 
What Degree Of Increase Respondents Think Could Be Generated 
In Their Farm Outputs By INCREASING THE NUMBER OF EARTHWORMS 
In Their Farm Pasture 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
129 
55 
352 
40 
96 
110 
160 
27 
26 
17 
217 
125 
128 
1482 
Small 
% 
17.8 
18.2 
16.2 
20.0 
21.9 
26.4 
26.3 
29.6 
19.2 
17.6 
24.4 
17 .6 
24.2 
21.1 
Moderate 
% 
35.7 
43.6 
42.6 
35.0 
41.7 
28.2 
35.6 
33.3 
34.6 
41.2 
40.1 
40.0 
39.1 
38.7 
Substantial 
% 
31.8 
27.3 
25.3 
25.0 
17.7 
20.0 
18.8 
25.9 
30.8 
23.5 
20.3 
21.6 
19.5 
22.9 
Don't Know 
% 
14.7 
10.9 
15.9 
20.0 
18.7 
25.4 
19.3 
11.2 
15.4 
17.7 
15.2 
20.8 
17.2 
17.3 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------.----------------"----------
00 
N 
183. 
TABLE 13 (7 A) 
Respondents Prediction of the Likely INTERNAL INFLATION RATE 
for the Next Twelve Months 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
Observations 
120 
51 
330 
38 
91 
106 
155 
26 
23 
15 
208 
119 
123 
1410 
Predicted Internal 
Inflation Rate 
% 
13.5 
14.1 
13.7 
13.8 
13 .5 
13.7 
13 .5 
13.6 
13.6 
15.3 
13.5 
13 .8 
13.7 
13.6 
184. 
TABLE 13 (8A) 1a 
Whether Respondents Think More Emphasis Should 
Be Placed On INCOME TAX If The 
Present Tax System was Revised 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
Yes 
% 
No 
% 
Don't 
Know 
% 
----------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 125 43.2 52.8 4.0 
Central Auckland 53 32.1 64.2 3.7 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 339 41.0 51.3 7.7 
East Coast 38 36.8 47.4 15.8 
Hawkes Bay 91 40.7 52.7 6.6 
Taranaki 107 46.7 47.7 5.6 
Wellington 157 40.8 51.6 7.6 
South Island 
Marlborough 27 37.0 48.1 14.9 
Nelson 25 32.0 64.0 4.0 
Westland 17 35.3 47.1 17.6 
Canterbury 217 37.3 56.2 6.5 
Otago 121 42.1 52.1 5.8 
Southland 124 40.3 54.8 4.9 
1441 
National Average 40.3 52.9 6.8 
----------------------------------------------------------------------
185. 
TABLE 13(8A)2a 
Whether Respondents Think More Emphasis Should Be 
Placed on EXPENDITURE TAX If The Present 
Tax System Was Revised 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
Yes 
% 
No 
% 
Don't 
Know 
% 
---------------------------------------~------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 122 54.9 31.2 13.9 
Central Auckland 53 60.4 28.3 11.3 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 334 59.3 20.7 20.0 
East Coast 39 51.3 28.2 20.5 
Hawkes Bay 90 62.2 26.7 11.1 
Taranaki 107 57.0 28.0 15.0 
Wellington 162 57.4 28.4 14.2 
South Island 
Marlborough 25 60.0 32.0 8.0 
Nelson 25 36.0 44.0 20.0 
Westland 16 50.0 31.2 18.8 
Canterbury 217 61.3 24.9 13.8 
Otago 122 43.4 42.6 14.0 
Southland 125 64.0 24.0 12.0 
1437 
National Average 57.5 27.3 15.2 
-------------------------------_._-------------------------------------
186. 
TABLE 13(8A)3a 
Whether Respondents Think More Emphasis Should 
Be Placed On An ANNUAL TAX ON NET WEALTH If The 
Present Tax System Was Revised 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
Yes 
% 
No 
% 
Don't 
Know 
% 
----------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 123 14.6 72.4 13.0 
Central Auckland 53 17.0 73.6 9.4 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 334 16.5 71.3 12.2 
East Coast 39 7.7 74.4 17.9 
Hawkes Bay 90 14.4 74.4 11.2 
Taranaki 108 16.7 69.4 13.9 
Wellington 159 11.3 77 .4 11.3 
South Island 
Marlborough 25 8.0 88.0 4.0 
Nelson 25 16.0 60.0 24.0 
Westland 16 25.0 68.8 6.2 
Canterbury 215 13.0 75.8 11.2 
Otago 122 18.9 68.9 12.2 
Southland 123 20.3 67.5 12.2 
1432 
National Average 15.3 72.5 12.2 
----------------------------------------------------------------------
187. 
TABLE 13(8A)4a 
Whether Respondents Think More Empahsis Should Be Placed On 
ESTATE AND GIFT DUTIES If The Present Tax 
System Was Revised 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
Yes 
% 
No 
% 
Don't 
Know 
% 
----------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 125 9.6 83.2 7.2 
Central Auckland 52 11.5 86.5 2.0 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 334 11.4 81.1 7.5 
East Coast 39 5.1 89.7 5.2 
Hawkes Bay 92 7.6 84.8 7.6 
Taranaki 107 10.3 76.6 13.1 
Wellington 159 15.7 74.2 10.1 
South Island 
Marlborough 25 0 96.0 4.0 
Nelson 25 8.0 80.0 12.0 
Westland 16 6.3 81.3 12.4 
Canterbury 215 7.4 87.4 5.2 
Otago 119 10.1 84.0 5.9 
Southland 124 12.1 83.9 4.0 
1432 
National Average 10.3 82.5 7.2 
----------------------------------------------------------------------
188. 
TABLE 13(8a)5a 
Whether Respondents Think More Emphasis Should Be Placed 
On CAPITAL GAINS TAX If The Present Tax System Was Revised 
By Proivincial Land District and, Overall 
No. of valid 
observations 
Yes 
% 
No 
% 
Don't 
Know 
% 
----------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 123 22.0 70.7 7.3 
Central Auckland 52 19.2 73.1 7.7 
South Auck1and/ 
Bay of Plenty 333 20.4 70.6 9.0 
East Coast 39 20.5 71.8 7.7 
Hawkes Bay 91 26.4 67.0 6.6 
Taranaki 107 19.6 72.0 8.4 
Wellington 160 23.8 68.1 8.1 
South Island 
Marlborough 25 16.0 72.0 12.0 
Nelson 25 28.0 64.0 8.0 
Westland 16 18.8 68.8 12.5 
Canterbury 216 20.4 69.4 10.2 
Otago 122 19.7 73.0 7.6 
Southland 123 22.0 72.4 5.7 
1432 
National Average 21.3 70.4 8.3 
----------------------------------------------------------------------
189. 
TABLE 13(SA)6a 
Whether Respondents Think More Emphasis Should Be Placed On 
IMPORT DUTIES If The Present Tax System Was Revised 
By Provincial Land District and Overall 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
No. of valid 
observations 
125 
53 
336 
39 
92 
107 
160 
25 
25 
16 
215 
121 
123 
1437 
Yes 
% 
52.0 
50.9 
55.7 
51.3 
48.9 
48.6 
47.5 
56.0 
44.0 
31.3 
46.5 
53.7 
43.1 
50.1 
No 
% 
36.8 
36.8 
29.5 
28.2 
41.3 
32.7 
35.0 
40.0 
36.0 
50.0 
36.7 
35.5 
46.3 
35.5 
Don't 
Know 
% 
11.2 
13 .3 
14.8 
20.5 
9.8 
18.7 
17 .5 
4.0 
20.0 
18.7 
16.8 
10.8 
10.6 
14.4 
----------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auckland/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
Dairy 
Sheep/Beef 
Cropping 
Other 
National Average 
190. 
TABLE 14(A)1a 
Age Of Respondent 
By Provincial Land District 
No. of .valid 
Observations 
130 
56 
350 
40 
96 
113 
164 
27 
26 
17 
220 
127 
129 
1501 
TABLE 14(A) Ib 
Age Of Respondent 
By Fann Type 
No. of valid 
Observations 
450 
862 
47 
132 
1491 
Average Age 
(Years) 
45.6 
46.5 
45.4 
46.5 
47.1 
45.2 
46.5 
38.7 
40.4 
46.3 
44.9 
45.0 
42.0 
45.1 
Average Age 
(Years) 
44.7 
45.0 
44.5 
47.2 
45.1 
North Island 
Northland 
Central Auckland 
South Auck1and/ 
Bay of Plenty 
East Coast 
Hawkes Bay 
Taranaki 
Wellington 
South Island 
Marlborough 
Nelson 
Westland 
Canterbury 
Otago 
Southland 
National Average 
19 I • 
TABLE 14(B)la 
Sex Of Respondents 
By Provincial Land Distrcit and Overall 
No. of valid 
Observations 
130 
56 
351 
39 
96 
113 
165 
27 
26 
17 
221 
126 
129 
1496 
Hale 
% 
92.3 
89.3 
91.2 
92.3 
93.8 
89.4 
95.2 
92.6 
80.8 
88.2 
95.0 
95.2 
96.1 
92 .8 
Female 
% 
7.7 
10.7 
8.8 
7.7 
6.2 
10.6 
4.8 
7.4 
19.2 
11.8 
5.0 
4.8 
3.9 
7.2 
No. of valid 
Observations 
TABLE 14(C)la 
Highest Level of Education Obtained 
By Provincial Land District And Overall 
Primary/ Secondary School Sixth Form University Seventh Tertiary 
Intermediate School Certificate Certificate Entrance Form Education 
% % % % % % % 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
North Island 
Northland 130 9.2 38.5 20.8 8.5 5.4 1.5 16.1 \0. 
Central Auckland 55 3.6 40.0 18.2 9.1 9.1 1.8 18.2 N 
South Auck1and/ 
Bay of Plenty 350 8.9 38.6 21.4 5.4 4.9 3.1 17.7 
East Coast 40 7.5 37.5 20.0 5.0 7.5 5.0 17.5 
Hawkes Bay 95 2.1 35.8 20.0 6.3 11.6 5.3 18.9 
Taranaki 113 11.5 57.5 10.6 7.1 3.5 1.8 8.0 
Wellington 165 9.1 38.8 17.6 5.5 9.7 3.6 15.8 
South Island 
Marlborough 27 7.4 14.8 37.0 7.4 3.7 3.7 25.9 
Nelson 26 19.2 42.3 3.8 3.8 11.5 0 19.2 
Westland 17 5.9 52.9 5.9 0 5.9 0 29.4 
Canterbury 221 5.0 46.6 21.3 6.3 5.0 0 15.8 
Otago 127 7.1 48.0 15.7 6.3 3.9 0.8 18.1 
Southland 129 5.4 46.5 25.6 3.9 3.9 0.8 14.0 
1495 
National Average 7.6 42.3 19.5 6.0 6.0 2.1 16.5 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------~---------------------------------
Dairy 
Sheep/Beef 
Cropping 
Other 
National Average 
No. of valid 
Observations 
452 
860 
48 
131 
1491 
TABLE 14(C)1b 
Highest Level Of Education Obtained 
By Farm Type 
Primary/ 
Intermediate 
C/ 
10 
8.2 
7.2 
8.3 
6.1 
7.6 
Secondary 
School 
% 
44.9 
40.0 
47.9 
48.1 
42.3 
School Sixth Form 
Certificate Certificate 
% % 
18.6 5.3 
20.1 6.5 
16.7 8.3 
19.1 3.8 
19.5 6.0 
University 
Entrance 
% 
6.0 
5.8 
8.3 
6.1 
6.0 
Seventh Tertiary 
Form Education 
% % 
2.4 14.6 
2.2 18.2 
1.0 2.1 8.4 w 
0.8 16.0 
2.1 16.5 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS RESEARCH UNIT 
LINCOLN COLLEGE, CANTERBURY 
September, 1984 
Dear Farmer, 
In response to many demands from farming leaders and the agri-business 
sector I have agreed to undertake a 'Survey of Farmer Intentions and 
Opinions' for 1984. 
This year our economy has had a substantial devaluation of its 
exchange rate and government has made numerous other major decisions 
affecting our farming industry. The all important question is 'How Fares 
New Zealand Agriculture?" 
The only really effective way to answer this question is to consult 
the individual farmer who is involved at grassroots level. This Survey 
attempts to do just that. If I receive a full response then I should be 
able to gauge farmer thinking on the wide range of issues included in 
this survey. 
I ask that you respond promptly to the survey questions. I am sure 
you will find them thought-provoking and interesting. Immediately you 
have gone through the questions, put the questionnaires in the enclosed 
addressed envelope. Post it to·.me immediately. Remember, no stamp is 
needed. 
I again give you my personal assurance that your responses will be 
confidential to me. 
As soon as I have received enough responses I shall announce to the 
radio and newspapers throughout New Zealand some of the aggregated results. 
You will be able to compare your responses to those of your fellow farmers. 
I hope you find the exercise worthwhile. I thank you in anticipa-
tion of receiving your responses. 
sincerely, ~ 
La" IJ.G. Pryde 
/ Research Fellow in Agricultural 
Policy 
Postal an:] telegraphic address AEnu. lincoln Cnll,w:. CantHbury. N.'\tJ ZC'lIClIl<l 
Telephone Christchurch 252811 
200 
LINCOLN COLLEGE FARMER INTENTIONS AND OPINIONS SURVEY 
OCTOBER-D~CEMBER 1984 
Please answer questions by inserting the appropriate NUMBER in the 
box. In some cases the response required is a few words. 
1. PROVINCIAL LAND DISTRICT 
2. 
3. 
4. 
Your farm is in the Provincial Land District of: 
Northland (1) Wellington (7) 
Central Auckland (2) Marlborough (8) 
South Auckland/ Nelson (9) 
Bay of Plenty (3) Westland (10) 
East Coast (4) Canterbury (11) 
Hawkes Bay (5) Otago (12) 
Taranaki (6) Southland (13) 
FARM AREA 
In hectares, the area of your farm totals: 
(One hectare = approx. 2.5 acres) 
TYPE OF FARM 
Your farm is mainly: 
Dairying (1) (Now go to Q.4) 
Sheep-Beef (2) (Now go to Q.5) 
Cropping (3) (Now go to Q.6) 
Other (4) (Now go to Q.6) 
DAIRY FARMERS 
(A) Your total cows in milk at December 1983: 
(B) Your total cows in milk at December 1984 will be: 
(C) Total milkfat production in the 1983/84 season 
was (in kilograms): 
(D) This 1984/85 season you expect your total milkfat 
production will be (in kilograms): 
NOW GO TO Q.6 
D 
D 
CJ 
o 
D 
5. 
201 
SHEEP AND BEEF FARMERS 
(A) 
(B) 
You would describe your farm as MAINLY: 
High Country (1) Intensive Fattening (4) 
Hill Country (2) Fattening Breeding (5) 
Hard Hill Country (3) Mixed Cropping and 
Fattening (6) 
Sheep Numbers 
(i) As at 30 June 1984 how many ewe hoggets did 
you have 
(ii) How many ewe hoggets did you put to the ram 
in the autumn of 1984 
(iii) Excluding those ewe hoggets, how many breeding 
ewes did you have at mid-1984 
(iv) Last year as at 30 June 1983 how many ewe 
hoggets did you have 
(v) How many ewe hoggets did you put to the ram in 
the autumn of 1983 
(vi) Excluding those ewe hoggets, how many breeding 
ewes did you have at mid-1983 
(c) Female Beef Breeding Cow/Heifers 
(i) 
( ii) 
(iii) 
(iv) 
As at 30 June 1984 how many female beef breeding 
cows/heifers did you have 
How many of these were heifers 
At 30 June 1983 how many female breeding cows/ 
heifers do you estimate you had 
How many do you estimate were heifers 
6. FENCING 
0 
What length of new fencing (in metres) do you intend to erect in 
the 1984/85 season and what did you erect in the 1983/84 season? (1 
chain = 20 metres). If None, please enter O. 
1983-84 1984-85 
New fencing 
7. AGRICULTURAL CHEMICALS 
(A) Which supplier is your MAJOR source for your agricultural 
chemicals. 
Stock and Station Agent 
Trading Society 
Producers Federation 
Manufacturer 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
Other (please specify) •••••••••••••••••••••••••. (5) 
D 
202 
Your major 1·, . 0 supp ler. s name 19 ...••••...•...•..•......•••.•.. 
(B) What is the main reason why you prefer to purchase 
of your agricultural chemicals from the source you 
named. 
They offer the most favourable payment terms 
They have most knowledgeable representative 
They offer the best overall service 
They offer the best price 
Other (please specify) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
most 
have 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(C) How often does your main supplier's representative call 
on you. 
Each week (1) Each month (3) 
Each fortnight (2) Quarterly (4) 
Does not call at all (5) 
(D) Can your major agricultural chemical supplier provide 
you with all the information you require. 
Always (1) Hardly ever (3) 
Sometimes (2) Never (4) 
(E) For each of the following matters can your main 
agricultural chemical supplier provide information. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
Price 
Application Rates 
Pack Size 
Product Development Work 
Trial Results 
0 
0 
0 
203 
8. FARM ACCOUNTS 
(A) Are your accounts prepared by a Member of the New 
Zealand Society of Accountants in public practice 
(i.e. a chartered accountant). 
Yes (1) No (2) Don't know (3) 
(B) When choosing an accountant, how important is each of 
the following factors. 
Very important 
Important 
Neutral 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
Very unimportant 
Unimportant 
Knowledge of farm accounting 
Knowledge of taxation 
Level of fees 
(4) 
(5) 
Range of services available (incl. contacts for finance) 
Ability to work with other advisers 
Willingness to visit farm 
Tradition - your parents before you 
Other (please specify) 
...................................................... 
(C) Does your accountant visit your farm. 
(D) 
Regularly (1) Occasionally (2) Never (3) 
When reviewing your annual accounts how important is 
each of the following factors. 
Very important 
Important 
Neutral 
Net profit 
The cash surplus 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
The amount of tax payable 
Very unimportant 
Unimportant 
Preparation of next year's budget 
Farm management purposes 
(4) 
(5) 
Other (please specify) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
D 
D 
204 
(E) Do you use cash flow forecasts. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
Who prepares your cash flow forecasts. 
Do not use cash flow forecasts 
Your farm adviser 
Your stock firm 
Your accountant 
The Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries 
Yourself 
Other (please specify) 
............................................ 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(6) 
If you are not already using cash flow forecats, 
do you think you would find them useful. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
(F) Do you own a computer. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
Are you planning to purchase one within the next 
three years. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
Do you plan to use the computer to prepare: 
Yes (1) No (2) 
Financial information 
Physical farm information 
(G) Does your accountant use market value for livestock 
when preparing financial accounts (although standard 
value would be used for tax purposes). 
Yes (1) No (2) Don't know (3) 
If he does not, would you consider it beneficial if 
he did. 
Yes (1) No (2) Don't know (3) 
D 
o 
o 
D 
B 
0 
0 
(H) 
(I) 
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Do you employ a farm adviser. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
If YES, do your accountant and farm adviser work 
with you as a team. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
Do you rely on your farm adviser instead of your 
accountant for financial planning and taxation 
advice. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
If YES, what is the major reason why you use your 
farm adviser rather than your accountant. 
Accountant's disinterest in your affairs (1) 
Level of fees (2) 
Greater expertise or knowledge of your farm adviser (3) 
Other (please specify) (4) 
..................................................... 
Does your accountant initiate discussions with you on 
tax planning, estate planning, or other financial 
matters. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
(J) If your accountant provided the following services 
would you use them. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
Preparation of annual financial statements and 
taxation returns 
Payment of wages and wages reconciliation 
Regular discussion re financial matters 
Tax and/or estate planning 
Regular reviews, especially prior to balance date 
for cash planning and taxation planning purposes 
9. INSURANCE 
(A) How many different insurance companies do you place 
business with. 
o 
D 
o 
o 
D 
D 
206 
(B) What was your MAJOR reason for selecting your 
insurance companies. 
(C) 
Word of mouth 
Recommendation 
Advertisement 
Farmer association 
Sought cheapest price 
Family connection 
Insurance agent service 
Size of insurance company 
Other (please specify) 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(6) 
(7) 
(8) 
(9 ) 
Do you feel you are kept adequately informed on 
new products, services or rate changes by your 
insurance company. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
(D) Do you consider insurance companies provide adequate 
service to the farming community. 
(E) 
Yes (1) No (2) 
Are you currently using any form of insurance 
company finance. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
(F) Do you hope to use insurance company finance at some 
future time. 
(G) 
Yes (1) No (2) 
Do you use your life assurance for the following 
reasons. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
Loan protection (1) 
Estate protection (2) 
Investment (3) 
Family protection (4) 
Tax saving (5) 
Access to finance (6) 
Retirement fund· (7) 
Other (please specify) (8) 
o 
D 
D 
D 
o 
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(H) Upon whom do you rely the most for insurance advice. 
Insurance company 
Your local insurance agent 
Farmers associations 
Stock and station company 
Bank manager 
Accountant 
Solicitor 
Friends 
Other (please specify) 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(6) 
(7) 
(8) 
(9) 
(I) What total premiums are paid by you each year in 
respect of you and your family for:-
A. Life Insurance 
B. Fire and General Insurance 
10. MACHINERY 
(A) If you purchased a piece of farm machinery within 
the last two years, indicate how important were 
the factors below in your purchasing decision. 
Very important (1) 
Important (2) 
Neutral (3) 
Price 
Very unimportant (4) 
Unimportant (5) 
Trade-in offered on old machine (if applicable) 
Value for money 
Service offered 
Previous association with a company's products 
Demonstration or field day 
Neighbour or friend's influence 
(B) Do you own a hay mower. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
If NO, go to Question E 
o 
$ 
$ 
D 
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(C) What type of hay mower is it. 
Disc (1) Drum (2) 
Other (please specify) 
(D) Does your mower have an attached hay conditioner. 
(E) 
(F) 
(G) 
Yes (1) No (2) 
Do you intend to buy a mower this season or next 
season. 
This season (1) 
No purchase (3) 
Next season (2) 
If you intend to buy a mower, what type will you 
purchase. 
Disc type with hay conditioner (1) 
Disc type without hay conditioner (2) 
Drum type with hay conditioner (3) 
Drum type without hay conditioner (4) 
Other (please specify) (5) 
•••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 •••••••••••••••••••• 
Do you own a hay rake, tedder, conditioner, etc. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
If NO, go to Question (H) 
What type is it. 
Tedder (1) Rake (2) Conditioner (3) 
Other (4) 
(H) Do you intend to buy a rake, tedder or conditioner 
this season or next season. 
Buy this season (1) 
No purchase (3) 
Buy next season (2) 
If you intend to buy, what type will you purchase. 
Rake (1) Tedder (2) Conditioner (3) 
Other (please specify) (4) 
•••••••••••••••• II •••••••••• II ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
o 
o 
o 
0 
0 
0 
D 
D 
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(I) What type of hay bales do you make. 
Standard square baled hay (1) 
Round bale soft centre (2) 
Round bale hard centre (3) 
Other (4) 
(J) If you use round bales, how long have you been using 
them. 
One year 
Two years 
11. FARM FORESTRY 
(1) 
(2) 
Three years (3) 
Four years (4) 
Five years and over (5) 
Have you planted trees on your farm. 
If yes, go to (A). If no, go to (B). 
o 
o 
(A) If you have planted, or intend to plant trees on your farm, 
what made you decide to do so. Select the major reason which 
applies to you. 
Best land use for those areas (1) 
Income from commercial sale (2) 
Your own use (3) 
Beautify landscape (4) 
Increase my land value (5) 
Shelter for my stock or house (6) o 
Diversification from farming (7) 
Conservation (8) 
Other (list) .................................. (9) 
(B) If you have not planted trees on your farm, and do not plan 
to in the future, what are the important reasons for your 
decision. Select the major reason which applies to you. 
I don't like trees 
I don't have enough money (other farm purchases 
take priority) 
Takes land out of grazing use 
Inadequate return on investment (don't want 
money tied up for such a long period - 20-40 
years) 
I don't know enough about tree growing 
I don't like the uncertainty and inflexibility 
associated with growing trees 
Other (list) .................•. ,. ............... . 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
0 (4) 
(5) 
(6) 
(7) 
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12. CAPITAL STRUCTURE AND INVESTMENT 
(A) At the end of the 1983-84 season, how were your liabilities 
including current account overdraft distributed among the 
following sources. Please indicate the term for which each 
loan was granted and the CURRENT interest rate. 
i.e. Long Term (longer than 10 years) (1) 
Medium Term (3-10 years) (2) 
Short Term (up to 3 years) (3) 
If you have no liabilities please tick 
Lender Amount Term 
1. Rural Banking an d Finance Corp. 
2. Govt. Agency oth er than RBFC 
3. Trustee Savings Bank 
4. Your Trading Ban k 
5. Building Society 
6. Insurance Compan y 
7. Stock and Statio n Agent 
8. Trust Gompany 
9. Solicitors' Trus tee Funds 
10. Family loan 
11. Last Owner of Yo ur Farm 
12. Local Body 
13. Finance Company 
14. Dairy Company 
15. Private Savings Bank 
16. Other ( specify) 
(B) New Borrowings 
Did you make any new borrowing (including overdraft) 
the 1983-84 production season. 
Yes (1) No (2) Don't Know (3) 
0 
Int. 
during 
o 
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(C) If YES, what proportion of 
refinance existing debt. 
your new liabilities were used to 
Proportion of New Borrowing (%) 
(D) When you borrow there are four main factors: 
The interest rate 
The amount available for borrowing 
The length of time you have use of the funds 
The annual instalments (interest plus capital 
repayment) 
To you as a borrower, which factor is the MOST 
important 
To you as a borrower, which factor is the LEAST 
important 
13 • FARMER OPINION 
(1) LAND AGGREGATION 
(A) Are you of the view that over the last few years 
there has been an undue aggregation of land in 
New Zealand. 
Yes (l) No (2) Undecided (3) 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(B) If farm enlargement were to continue throughout New 
Zealand, would you see this as: 
(C) 
Undesirable for agriculture 
Desirable for agriculture 
Not sure 
Would you advocate a review 
purchasing additional land. 
Yes (l) No (2) Not 
of 
sure 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
restrictions 
(3) 
on 
(D) Do you think that there is any relationship between 
the long-term increase in the average size of farms 
and the decline of rural jobs, businesses and 
population. 
Yes (1) No (2) Not sure (3) 
o 
~D 
o 
D 
o 
D 
D 
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(E) In your op1n10n how important do you think each of the 
following reasons are to those farmers who have recently 
enlarged their farms. 
Very important (1) 
Important (2) 
Neutral 
Unimportant 
(1) Farm prices too low 
(2) Farm too small 
(3) Need to help son get established 
(4) To change farm type 
(5) As an investment (capital gain) 
(3) 
(4 ) 
(6) To decrease work load (by expanding and employing 
labour, or by changing type of production) 
(7) Opportunity arose 
(8) To gain from economies of size 
(9) To increase net profit 
(lO)Ambition or challenge 
(ll)Other (please specify) •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
(F) Do you anticipate that you may have to enlarge your 
farm in the near future. 
(G) 
Yes (1) No (2) Not sure (3) 
If yes, why do you think you may have to enlarge your 
farm. Please select the most important reason from the 
list in question (E) above. 
(H) To what degree is your spouse involved in your farm 
management decision-making and farm budgeting. 
Always involved in all major decisions 
Sometimes involved in major decisions 
Seldom involved in major decisions 
Never involved in major decisions 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
'-
--
o 
o 
o 
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(2) PRODUCT EXPECTATIONS 
(A) Even if you do not produce all of the following products, how 
do you feel about their FUTURE MARKET PROSPECTS in the short 
term (next year) medium term (1-3 years) and long term (3-10 
years). 
Optimistic (1) 
Pessimistic (3) 
Reasonably satisfied (2) 
Short Medium Long 
Sheep Meat 
Beef 
Wool 
Dairy Produce 
Horticultural Produce 
Deer Industry Products 
Goat Industry Products 
(3) RETIREMENT 
(A) Have you made plans for your retirement 
Yes (1) No (2) D 
(B) What do you regard as the most suitable age for a farmer to 
retire from active farming 
Before 50 
50-54 
55-59 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
60-64 
65 or over 
(4) 
(5) 
(C) What do you expect to happen to your farm business when you 
retire 
Farm sold and proceeds taken out of the farm business (1) 
Sell an interest in the farm business either to your 
family or to sharefarmers 
Retain ownership but farm run by other member of family 
Retain ownership but farm run by non-family person 
(e.g. manager) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
Other, please specify •••••••••••••••••••••••.•••.•••••••• (5) 
[J 
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(D) When you retire from active farming do you intend: 
To retain some managerial or other participation in 
farming (1) 
Take up some alternative occupation 
Devote your time to leisure pursuits only 
Have no plans 
(4) RESEARCH 
(A) From where do you obtain knowledge of new research 
findings in Agriculture. 
TV, Radio, Newspapers, etc. 
Veterinary Clubs 
Stock and Station Agents 
Local MAF Office 
Company Representatives 
Other (please specify) 
(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(6) 
(B) If some new Research finding came out that you thought 
might improve some aspect of your farm's production, 
would you: 
Apply it immediately (1) 
Wait until a neighbour had tested it (2) 
Wait until it had been tested by the 
farming community at large 
Ignore it 
(C) Do you own a video cassette recorder. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
(3) 
( 4) 
Are you planning to purchase one within the next 
three years. 
Yes (l) No (2) 
Do you plan to use the video cassette recorder 
(e.g. recording farming programmes or hiring pre-
recorded educational cassettes) to increase your 
farming knowledge and efficiency. 
Yes (1) No (2) 
(2) (3)0 
(4) 
D 
o 
D 
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( 5) EARTHWORMS 
Do you think that by increasing the number of earthworms in the 
farm pasture, you could generate a small, moderate, or 
substantial increase in your farm's output. 
Small 
Moderate 
(1) 
(2) 
Substantial 
Don't know 
(3) 
(4) o 
(6) BUYING A NEW CAR 
(A) will Image you have to purchase immediately a new car that 
best meet you various needs as a farmer. 
Indicate which make and model you would select. D 
MA.KE ••••••••••••••••••••• MODEL 
MANUAL 
AUTOMATIC 
(1) 
(2) o 
How important are each of 
selecting the above car. 
the following reasons when 
Very important (1) Important (2) So-So (3) 
Unimportant (4) Very unimportant (5) 
(1) Safety 
(2) Durability 
(3) Performance/Handling 
(4) Fuel economy 
(5) Design/Style 
(6) Low maintenance 
(7) Roominess/Comfort 
(8) Value for money 
(9) Other (please specify) 
(7) INFLATION EXPECTATIONS 
(A) If you were asked to predict the rate of internal inflation 
in New Zealand in the next twelve months, what would you 
consider the most likely rate to be (as measured by the 
Consumer Price Index). 
-
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( 8) TAXATION 
(A) Dissatisfaction with the NZ tax system has been expressed by 
most sectors of the economy. If the system were revised do 
you believe more emphasis should be placed on the following 
forms of tax. 
Yes (1) No (2) Don't know (3) 
Income tax 
Expenditure tax 
An annual tax on net wealth 
Estate and gift duties 
Capital gains tax 
Import duties 
14. PERSONAL 
Now I would like to know a few details about the person answering 
this questionnaire. 
(A) Age (in years) 
(B) Sex: Male (1) Female (2) 
( C) Education - Highest level obtained: 
Primary/Intermediate (1) 
Secondary School (2) 
School Certificate (3) 
Sixth Form Certificate (4) 
University Entrance (5) 
Seventh Form (6) 
Tertiary Education (7) 
D 
o 
o 
You have now completed the questionnaire. Place it in the addressed 
envelope and post it (no stampe is required). We will then be able to 
process your answers along with the others to get the overall situation 
especially for the coming season. Your answers remain confidential to 
me. 
Thank you for your co-operation. 
John Pryde 
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